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Abstract  Objective: To investigate the role of MEWS (modified early warning scoring system) in disease
stratification and prognosis evaluation of emergency surgical patients. Method: MEWS scores were calculated in e-
mergency surgical patients. The admission rate and emergency mortality rate with different MEWS scores were
statistically analyzed. Differences of MEWS scores were evaluated between aged and young patients,as well as pa-
tients with normal peripheral blood oxygen saturation (=95%) and decreased blood oxygen saturation(<95%).
Result: 603 cases of patients were enrolled in this study. The admission rate (both in HDU and ICU) and emergen-
cy mortality rate increased significantly in patients with high MEWS scores compared with patients with low
MEWS scores(P<C0. 01). No obvious differences of MEWS scores were found between aged and young patients
(P>>0.05). The MEWS scores in patients with decreased blood oxygen saturation(<.95% ) were obviously raised
than that in the patients with normal peripheral blood oxygen saturation (=>95%) (P<C0.001). Conclusion: A pos-
itive correlation exists between higher MEWS scores (=6 points) and severity of the disease. MEWS maybe serve
as a simple and effective system in evaluation of disease stratification and prognosis for emergency surgical pa-
tients.
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