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Postoperative Management of Chronic Rhinosinusitis
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Nasopore®™(Polyganics Inc. ; Groningen, NL)= 8-
Sl A4 Qe AEA] FE R 27 E o o= 3,
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H2E 2 PHY HIRHISEY = = X=
67 del | 277AA] & B AAARE FHANTL 8F TX)H} 22 AFS} cellulose A= FHe AlE FE
W, FH WA TE & 27 HEF S TAsE 2ATEHE X 34 il 242 28 R A =
582 T 2 Ro| =9} yrul oy gk o 27 =}, 194990 A& i7ﬂﬂ9i A1k 1963 o A
o2 33| g A AR QAL 11 o] Fof] BIF 4
Gelfoam® <o o &= qie}. A 29 ]XL% A g Ans
$ESE gelatin 715F A GA S 1945958 AMEE AoR Hol=d), o] AR S-S HItAT) =
o] grom 71 A} AE 2F}o] theksit}, Gelfoam®™ (Ph- Aolgt7| Bt} o] 24 9] F2]4 714 g whiEel Ao R
armacia & Upjohn Company : New York, NY)2 A  AZtEct 2 471 AMEH & 9 o 231, T
A 7 gelatino A Dol S04, 24844, o 229 Aol wek Febd 4= ATt 7~14 ol
5737, 9149 gelatin 2~E Aok 71 EEE% damts ok 3 Aol Al Surgicel“ 9] 2 8% 0] Vace-
o] A& FA3E Gust= oA S AR 98 line AR @ Merocel "3} S5t al B askgich 12
& 5} ik, Gelfoam™ & WIZA1A 9 AGAEAG] U ARG ol ol A obA kA miela gl
ofgk ol ofa] 4~65 ol BajHTh L ATolx A7 Yk
= gelatin 7|9 JE50] Fotx2 J4& it
WA 9T ThE el TEx Tk Bt 42 5 B2
1 kY 2012 ¥ = European position papero A= 4%
T 2E| RO BIZF 2, A A R0|E, B AlA,
Cutanplast” T FRA, =4 ’%‘Xﬂ%«l ARl sl Z9ol U= 7
Gelfoam" 2} Z+-& ¥ 2] T 39] gelatin 7|FFO.2 gk -0} gli= 92 Uiro] 27 33 AT £38 77
Eolf ot gelatin®] Wi 9 ohEAdo] th2 AF R Cu-  3hal AtK(Table 1-3).”
tanplast”(Mascia Brunelli S.p.A. ; Milan, Italy)7} 9t}
1998d0] RhEoiA 200190 k= AeFgo] AlEA=A  AHZO0|E HIZ 22
%91 1S Cutanplast™=, gelatin®] 234 #Ho| & AEH|Eo|E B} ER = EHE FRSHA] o2 vH
ko] Aot uf S fulslal 1 A AT factor 4 HRIEHY Z2HL SIS v HR)EY TR0 A 5o
Fo) i AANS-S BABISIe] GelHel g PO
71t} o] A& ul2 Fe| = HAl e 2 AR 755} Table 2. 21 £Z&(Strength of recommendation)
U], 24~48A17F 0|30 Sobd AMOR AAE 4 o0tk Al el AUAeE 2% E A
A8 Ago] S5t AoR UeiA YA ob kA W B 27l Il AW I8 £ 4
EL 2] 522 |0 A3t 243 A
5 77} A9 giet? AN
e A E | ol 2ABRo] 753 A
Surgicel® D A $F IV AAeR 2AE £ 4,
Surgicel®(Johnson & Johnson Medical ; Arlington, F= 27 2L O] 7Sk} 5789 A
Table 1. 271 £&(Category of evidence)
la F2E9] ) 2 A1 E (randomized controlled trials)2 WERHEA (meta-analysis)sho] @& 27|
b Aol g7}A] o]4fe] FAke] AP o2 RE e 27
lla Ao $171R] o]Ake] 129] vl g = A] ¢F-2 t 2 AlE (controlled study without randomisation) 2K E A2 17
b AHolw 17| o]4te] thE FHjo] $AF AF A (quasi-experimental study) ZRE ¢ 7
Il Hl DA, AT, SEld R AT5 vl E 2 7]E2 AT (non-experimental descriptive study) 258 42 7
IV dwrh dee] Bang Ae B AEe e A AP erfE A2 2
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Table 3. Postoperative management in EPPP 2012.”

CRS without NP CRS with NP
=27 & Hi #=E 44 £E A £=E
2 AEHRO|E la A la A
AT AR E % C la A
At A7) Il B Ib A
At FAACE) Ib C Ib C
H)7 A= AlF la A No data D
73t ol e Ib C (& g4
Anti interleukin 5 b A
Furosemide Il D
Antilg E Ib (=)* C
Anti Leukotrien b (—)* A (—)*
=24 YA Ib (=)* (=)*
# 0 ARGEEA] gheAlo] 2AE S o]
QUolA= TA 2 [a, HAL FF AR AR G A0 = ojif= TA £ I, YiL 5 CEA| FHEA] ghow,
Atk oA Bxlo] AL aATIE S HIR, BYS ST Wy RalE ] ARl ol o4 2
FUGO] S BN I} Ik G R A SF Ib, WL $E CRA FHEA etk 28y
o), w7} A%, v ZE3 8l Aol I A A EYS Sk A9 SukehA] 92 79 Bl A IgE
7h e Aud Aom maew gt %S R Aok e B SE ARN A T
Zo] $24 €ep

47T AHZ0|E
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Aol FHHE A A Ro|Eot £Y AA=T 4 ol IA ol tiE AT §laL, Wil % DE
TE Bk Aol & 4= Q% Eol glol A AFHl A I mIpt WelekA] gout EYS Bk 2 7
2olo] File 2 AA glrk. AT AHRO|EE & $of HlFo] Bl AFgsls Alo] FH "k & 4 9]
Ho| 2718 TaA7)a, FAAE AUAZ 5 Qe o} H)Z Al Al 9] 7 Al Fof] o] 8-E]= ol o

& ol wed, 44, ¥, Ando] 5o B7E of

27 S 342 9100, ol W Holi gle ALR AT

AT B = 45 vRkY] T 8 E 125 oY 53], AlAE =) FARAT S astthal shA|NE =
717t RO Wiro] B 5 gk 45 minke] ©y|zh 7o) oo Qg HulE o] AATH: B oy
SHE B BUISIA) o v HulEde) Aael oL glck Y
oM 27 2 11 Wi 55 BRA WM HulEe
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Anti—interleukin 5

Anti-interleukin 59 AM-& Z9-S FHt q 52
Wl e] AR W Ao glov], 37 S5 Ib, U
T AR ARE-o] HHL Interleukin 5+ SAME
AL AT, 24E fdcts 24 R vE8Fol e FRkl
A e oFo] Wb Ht}, Anti-interleukin 5+ ©]2{3t In-
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