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Abstract

Backgroud ¢ This study is to identify preoperative patient characteristics associated with a
lack of improvement on one or more measures perioperatively, postoperative 3—4 months, and

postoperative 12 months.
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Methods : For the assessment, prospective study was performed with 92 patients who had
undergone either one eye or both eve cataract surgery by 3 ophthalmologists practicing at a
university hospital. The criteria of improvement were (1) Snellen visual acuity, (2 a
cataract—related symptom score(possible range: 0, 0 of 6 symptoms present or bothersome. to
18, all 6 symptoms very bothersome), and (3) VF-14 score — a measure of functional
impairment in patient with cataract — (possible range: 0, inability to perform any of the

applicable activities, to 100, no difficulty in performing any of the applicable activities).

Results : Although 14 patients (15.2%) failed to improve on one or more of the
outcome measures assessed, no one failed to improve on all three measures. Both eves of
surgery than one eye, preoperative cataract symptom score of 1-4, 5 or higher than 0 were
associated independently with the increased likelihood of improvement (odds ratio 8.95, 7.16,
8.87 respectively). And the preoperative level of Snellen visual acuity was not associated with

the likelihood of improvement

Conclusion : We conclude that specific preoperative characteristics (both eyes, cataract

symptom score) are independent predictors of patient outcome after cataract surgery.
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