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Abstract

e Chronic dacryocystitis (CD) is a disease caused by
microorganism infection secondary to nasolacrimal duct
stenosis or obstruction. Its pathological changes are of
great significance to the diagnosis, treatment and
prognosis of patients. This paper
characteristics of the pathological changes of the lacrimal

summarizes the

drainage system and surrounding tissues by reading a
large number of domestic and foreign literatures on
chronic dacryocystitis in aiming at
understanding, doing better

recent years,

improving clinicians ’

diagnosis, treatment and prognosis judgment, and
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providing ideas for further research.
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PP TH 9 R 2 i DL A TH 805 , 2 S TH A e i B 28
Uk B WYY e R 2B h L IR S R, 18
PETHAE 58 AT % fa IE 48 MR MIE 968 5% 41 48 5 7™ o 1) I 0,
JEEWE HCRENRFRNIEZIE , HarE NN
VMR YT J7 102 S I IH 2 W) 5 K (dacryocystorhinostomy,
DCR) , He b s A BI04 /0N B 2 7 FH PR BB B AR ) (AT
KA —E MR WOR TN K3 A SCHE AW 8 PETH 9 58
ANTRIEBA 2 2055 H 2 RO AR R 518 1 VH 3 AR AR I IR R
HE AT TR BTG (520 o i v 6 18 MR TH R R
FERRAEEENE X,
1 HEMBRENE
1.1 REMKT  Koturovi 2 1 i3 KB 109 SCHRAS R X 5
R P TH 3 58 28 B TH W) 5 R Th Y 3865 15l TH e R
TERFR A AT 7T, & BUIH S B R UL A 22U B R 3
B SR 2 4E 40 08 VAR R 3 PE R AE (94.15% ) 5
Yang %5 5 3¢ I TH 2 i #0545 B i AR 2 vH 4% | 2 3R
BC SRAEFNEFHEAL, THEE I Kz A i Rk | A J2 25 45 41
LU LT YEAL DL BRI 1 A5 1 A0 248 N D 45 ok 388 A A o J)
TH R AL A o R B AT 1 & TH 2 48 BB PR AR 3R
18 P4 GE I 43 ( chronic inflammation score, CIS) fo] HL 4 Ji
JNE LN LR 1 | 2T 4 Ak B 40 i A B A i T R R (8%
JE=14y, =24y, B =3 47) ##179F5r, BATTE3~9
Gy 28] 53 R i BE A P R E (CIS <3 1) T 218 P R
(3 43<CIS<6 41 ) I B2 Pk RAE (CIS>6 43) . HIWA
THETHBRER SRR . (1) RAE AR AR B [ e T 5
50~200 4~ FAES200 5 (2) L 4ifb A B [ 3 T4 HPF £F
e 2V ] R <25% ; T 2 25% ~ 50% ; B >50% 5
(3) BN MLAE 1Y A FE B [ BT 4 HPF B4 &5 ] . 5%
FE<5 M IR 5~ 10 MY T > 10 AR, S X Fr 18 vk iE
PR BEIATIBYERIETE 41, LI 52% ~ 82% 1) 18 M 1H 4
RIEHE MM RAETE S B 12% ~20% 1Y (8 E N B,
6% ~28% 1) B NELFET) | Chakrabarti 23\ h CIS f&
M IS MEVH S R FE ) H S — UK CIS A5
fEHEEW) A ARG A LIE S FIE M, X — kA BT
i R = A e 2 245 4y feft Y %9 750t Rk ], DT e 2 5 9
PR, —SBEIIF 5% 35 AR 405 1 205 B 27 4G 2 5 i M VH B R
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B RTHBEARA Y i B b BE 50 B SRE , A A [F)
FERILF AR A — SLBIF 5T 3 AR B 1 1 VE T R 1 R
R | S TH A R 1 PN B R B A S R A8 M TH B R AT 40
W00k R S E ) M SR E RN AT A = AN B B
PR TH 3R B XA A AR KR AFE B . a0, 12 1 TH 4
R B E AL AEACIIAT S TH A A A AR T BB 2R I,
RS 0 23 A D RE R TH B B 2E . PRk, X F
X R NS 5y — MR ST 7 2 AT S TH Y &
R F3—I7 T, A B, TR 2459 m] REX TH 2 R Y
RAEWREAT T o I RIH SEARAS v A7 70 A [ B B8 1) 28 A Al
ERLEALN MR B THGE N BB R A N B A L B R
] RO E  SVH A P IE M B N 2 — Liu 45
T 3 X 0 1 TH e R R B AR PETH SR 5 1 2wk
R THE P 80 BE A A T S TH A8 280 16 70 1 B A o 1 5
S REI FR o FIREAE A b R 200 B o ik N SRR A L 2R
4 8wk (1) THIE N BT GRAS A T S TH A R RS B AT 1 A
(), Xk IO ) SRR AR O B B 38 AR HEFLSOIR IS A, 56 Towk
(WetB1) IHIE B N SIS R RS FORLRS , 3R A 2
BRI A B AR S I B IRBE SR A A 0 T
T e AL 3 THE P B A A T LT S P T A R A
BRI, Ryt — DR R I R A B MR IR YT
FRALSIARYE

1.2 PR E  Koturovic 25 BF ST HY 3865 17 TH 4 B 3%
RARAS o A BUSR A2 55 61 (1.42% ) , Her o e R
M 2.24 4%, TH &R FE e 28 S i WL BRIy - (1) 3H
PEBEAT 5 (2) HERVE PN ZE 5 (3) PN ZFEH S (4) RPER L
HLRAE 5 (5) TH B RE S Pk S AE (15 4% 49 Y 2 i A 45 19
W) o WRCVR R R A S w2 B Mg e A, DI — gk
W58 AR A8 P VA B8 98 5 BTG RS AN L BT FEMT TR
e, M TH A R R o B RS LA R DL, PRt TR R
AT HRL T AR EBA . (1) WEEHEEA %5 (2) A
4 B e g S AR 191 5 (3 ) MR AR I DR 3R B s B R R
BEA IR IO o G SR A I PR A AE SR IR 4 7R AT B A7
FETH SR | D)0 i3 T 2 3R T R B 08 M R AE —
BN THAR R g AR 25 S Wl 22 A R AR A L A
PEIRE T LT 459 1 S5 TH 0 2 e A R iR
AREARB M EE o R A R Bk B 2 Y AT
BOR G JE TH HE W) 5 A T B TH S BEA T RIS A, T 1 B A
SO I T AR s THIR 5 | I R 48 I B0 R Y 45 o 2
W, BMEEERR S R MRS R LT HEUE S 2l
AJREA B TR A R

13 ARMEBBERBEEMKET  HEMEIHEE
FELAFAE IS PN B RO THE AR A, TH T8 T 4 4 7T L) ik
A VR TE A ORI S AT VR T YRR L Bl
TR TH VA A2 T I 2 DR b TH T VA 4 K 45 4 2 L AN
Tfig B 15 7T 58 S BH 28 1 1H 3E % A5 04 2 2L I
Z—

1T4AFEEEEANREMEN FHEEEN
(surfactant proteins, SP) 42 m1 Jiti @ 11 754 4411 i 7= A 1) i Big A
HHTWEIGREEY, O AR G PEE A SR,
SP-B,SP-C il SP-G n] LAFF{R K Ifi 5K J7, i SP-A SP-D

1 SP-H 5 % Uy Re FI &GRS B AL A ¢ . THIE TH &R0
EHE LR ¥4 SP-A SP-B SP-C 1 SP-D [ £k,
R SP=G A, A 1% 2R 10 7% 1 28 AT AT /NS 1Y 2H 21
SYE R  FRETE M R 0T R AR AR M TH 9 4 1 AR AL
Hil R E AR
2 HEMEMENE

18 1 YH B2 48 1448 4 A S T [k T 2 S L A U R
Bulgurcu % 44 70 #1417 N Bi B T & 5 H E W A& R
(endoscopic dacryocystorhinostomy , EDCR ) 1915 M 1H %% 5 &
51 R T A T N T e G 20 AT T 5 T A0 ] L DR 2
S AR R P b TR 25 e g i S (H T
A AL - I ) T B TH i TR R A AR R R, Ho2E A
Git#E X, RH&SE CT 73 M Fm (L F) #fT
HE R, 2 b b R = mH R R 0 s A
53914 0.710,0.685 F1 0.675mm, YH B 5 B I FLAH 7] RE T
HEh R EAETEMNME T WA RAR T, fEIHEE 1
T b, EAE BT IO, B e AR R R T
Lo, AN PR T H R B AW N, O B A 0 1
TR 2 B TH V) & AR AR SUB R 23801
LT RN, PR T 2B 3 — A 12 8% DR 9 48 T LA
SEA AR RETHAE T RS R HL A B A Y R 1
DCR (Ml 2 AR B2, %48 #7048 & & 17 DCR
ARETH CT I H B B R A B Tl R B A T i R v iH 4
PR 17 190 Ay I I 4B RS 45
SEBMBRENE
3.1 BBMTE Chakrabarti ' W58 L I8 VETHEE & B H
S TEATAT I 00 T HR A 75
2 BFEME AR CIS 929% W) S B Jy 2 B 18 1 R
HREIRAE , 8% oyt BE R A, Atkova 55 i BIF 58 B
B, DCR ARJFHOR 5 B2 IBE 50 1Y A7 76 FOFE B A L4 1Y
AHOCHE . 2T dEfb e T B0a R T W) & RN B 45 Ry 1 fie
SRR R, HETC 0 224 A R B o e i R R
XU A A E R, AR T B A
(transforming growth factor B, TGF-B1) #iA\ &« EFEH”
PREF AR 7, {45 11 A 52 380 Al 240 S 7 1 52
QN % 2 4 4k 09 2 4 21 214 K A F (connective tissue
growth factor, CTGF) FIF5EHT£F 4k AL 1) B £F 2k g e A & R F
(fibroblast growth factor, FGF-2) , Atkova %" #F 5% &
SR CTGF MYk BE 5 DCR J7 80 2 UM 06, X S04 T
DCR RJGRCR 5 8 Fh AR AEAEAEA O, T Park 571 AF
FEERR Y], SR IRANH R AE S5 T ARYCR TG (H S
PLTAEALANBRRAC A A DG, 5 RIS HNH 9 1) 2T 4 Ak A
MRACEFEAR T EDCR 89 52 %, #K 52 8 1 47 (heat
shock protein 47, HSP47) ik 55 B Z6 B AITH 8 47 4k b =
FEAHDE, FTRE B #E ok (M #2252 W EDCR W Bl . A 12 1 -
SRS A S AN PR T 4 R AR T B M 23 0 ) 1 AT BEE
TR @S - S S R AR A8 Bt AR et B
SNl 12wk (9B SLE WA DCR R, A
I HETEIG R b 552 CT &)z 0 H 118 PR TH 4 % 8 3
MR BIPEAG > H R R A & REWAAER TR A S
FH £ N BB R VAl S R AR B0
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7 Amin RM, Hussein FA, Idriss HF, e al. Pathological,

AERELS |2 U 760 434 R DA T 325 0B AR R 20 B B2 3 . Hong
2091 137 PO A Ak B 4 I A (in vivo confocal microscopy
study , IVCM ) SLZEM P TH 4 48 58 2 SR MR A0 0l {2 iR, JF 5
B NIRRT LA, BT A Sz A0 e I T IR i K]
I T BT B AR A | T R L 1] ( tear
break—up time , TBUT) ] & | AR OER Y Schirmer iR,
B 1 FIH AR PR I SR AR BB A, 0BT IVEM WL %E
FEBRT AL G A IR T BT R AR A AT 2
JoR A KA | i de /N, A5 R T BRI A R 3K 0
43 BUT A RSB (17 53 F L 55T 25 T2 LX) £ FR
FIIE AR B AR, AR, A AR R 48 i 200 M 285 132 A i
AR/ VAR W Sl g X0 R R v AR i A AR ko) e
R ) A R v fe RARAH L TE & 22 5%, e Ah , Rl {2 HR
5IEH AR AR IVCM W E4E bR B i AN ] 466 S Al
JIR R AT i SR AR A . IR R OR AR IR
IR o DR 7 2 LT L P T 20 2 A ) B Al R T BE
5 BETRE

I T8 1 T 22 58 1) B 205l DR 73390 2 2 W 4, AR
YA PR JAE PP BEAT 7340, Wi PR 2 | oo TH A 268 8 1) 1N
Vs B SR A T 43300 D T DA o S 286 T S PR 8 5 A
ARSI B R I AW A A R B
RS, ATAR R, MO 2 (Y N e T 2 58 FE T
AT SR A, AR SR BURREEY &R
AN R4 R R E L A AR AR X BRI (ERAE X T
ARBCRBI LR BLE A — A 58N N RAE T BE M AR 5 28
B AT L GO RAE AT T ARROCR (H 2 i il
AL dife, HATC & BL40H A F 41 TGF -1, CTGF Al
HSP47 %14 TH 2 58 14 S LS 3 o B2 R4, S 200
HOR IR AL A 52 0 240 1 X 7~ R 5, n SP, 18 il
PP AT L) 3t niC ] B 20 208 5 R G A IR S RE R L T i
PG TH A RS (G AR T RE A% 5 TH 2 2H 21U P~y U2
AR e 2 1] 1) 6 R b A R it — B 5E
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