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[ Abstract] Refractory glaucoma is one of the main blinding diseases in ophthalmology. Glaucoma drainage
device implantation has become one of the main methods of refractory glaucoma. It has been widely used in clinic
because of its advantages of safety,effectiveness and less complications. After a large number of clinical applications
and innovative development of minimally invasive glaucoma surgery, glaucoma drainage device implantation shows its
good treatment prospects. In this paper, the structural features of glaucoma external drainage device ( Molteno,
Schocket, Baerveldt, Human aqueous drainage , Krupin, Ahmed, Joseph, Whites, Optimed drainage device) and micro-
in vasive glaucoma surgery ( MIGS) ( Ex-PRESS drainage device, Xen Gel Stent, CyPass Micro-Stent, Ab interno
trabeculectomy trabectome , Hydrus Schlemm canal scaffold, iStent trabecular micro-bypass stent, SOLX Gold Shunt)
were summarized. The drainage device implantations for glaucoma in the role of the refractory glaucoma were
reviewed.

[Key words] Glaucoma drainage device; Refractory glaucoma; Ex-PRESS glaucoma drainage device;
Micro-invasive glaucoma surgery
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1 BSARSNT|i75E E PR IR E 5

BUAR A 275 IR A0 51 e 2 B 32 % ol AT B 5L W 4 A5 R
R, 51 B0 T AR N T 135 mm®, 22l REAR RS T
5 PP R A 47 TR Y9 Y 86 2 T AL 0 AR 5k 8 bRk X R 441
SURIBUIN A WA 25 Pk 0, 5 0 25 A0 BB 98 S I 6 o L T AL
R TR 55 45 B R AN TR T, A5 K AT B K
5| R T, AT ) AR R PR A T T ORI B A
J L 765 AL VA BB TR B0 W W 5 DR 4 4 4L 0 Y I, B S
U S, B K 20 I s T 1 I B 4 G 4 4R B L 3 aof FE 1 AR
P 11 B B 5 U AR MIE 201 0 Bt o 0 B 6 200 I A R oA 4
W T A 0 R 0 T R 6 4 ) O RO T B kR
VR 25 435 4 20 T W X 5 K I L R R I T AR DS, i
% T T I R DU AR MR AR

2 BRRISIMEEMRER

PR DGR 51 30 256 B A4 by 7K 5 | Il 256 B R0 D K A BIRE
HI# 5 8, 5 0 T IR IR R 8 &6 i SIS K & 7 0 S B
k55K 51 e EAE ARG B 51 9, b5 oK 51 i e i
A 0 TG 1 1T A BRI K S 7R Y BT ) ) R
T A 288 BR A s 70 51 9 AN A — 5 AR S 3 1 P 3 oK B g 4 b
S, B T A S R RT B AR IR 4 L e, RIS A R
il 5 A U S 1 R T ORI 1T, S Oy SR AR R
il B 7K 51 i %5 &, 40 Molteno , Schocket | Baerveldt | [H 7= HAD
(Human aqueous drainge) 577K 51 it 4 5 73 — 28 A BR il 7 55 /K 51
%% E LU Krupin , Ahmed , Joseph , Whites , Optimed 5 7K 5| i 47 .
2.1 HERRGIE KT
2.1.1 Molteno 5| i ¥  Molteno 3| it ¥ 1969 4E S 45 H T I
IR, 2 ¥ Molteno 513t ¥ 0 K 51 il 4 B2 4 B, 51 i 8 O ik e
B, KARH 0. 63 mm, N4 0. 30 mm, < 21. 00 mm , A & T i b7
PR IR . RN B A H R 13.00 mm, 3
134 mm® 5 55 40 J5E B O 2. 20 mm, 5] 3 485 H D90 15 P G 4R A
SR, 06 T Sy MU SI0EE 55 MR 3R 1 — B, Ak Y H 2 0 0 &
A=A ALK R AEE LI R T, W5 WY B A T
W B, BT LA B K W B 2 XU g Pk A S A SOk A
Molteno 5| ¥ TEXEIR MET OCIR B4 | WIAE A T AR P i sh &
50% ~75% [ RJGHRE NS5 ~21 mmHg(1 mmHg=0. 133 kPa) F.
WA AS ST B AR it 2 A7 % 0 TR 11T B
RIS 2 R F C R R 68% 7, B K E &
A AT 300t Melamed 45 U7 45 L 7, Molteno .k
T 39048 AR S ¥ B 1 K A %2 23% ~ 100% , {5 Bl & 5 AR 1
AN T S A T % 1 A TR, TR ) B M T, R R IR R
I () % 75 555 W W6 A% . Molteno %5 ™) %ot 35 45 2 4 I 48 44k & H:
TR B M A Molteno FEHR 5 4% , R JG FE A 5 4FF1 10 4F
FAR B S35 h 87% F1 77% . Nassiri 25" %F 46 i i i
HOGIR A A A Molteno 51 R ¥ BE D 2 48, 1) 2 15 13 1, F
ATy 28 ], T A BRI F 29 %y 84.8% . Freedman 45"l 1
134 mm” Molteno 5| 345 175 mm” Molteno 8| 3 443 48 A 17

AR 27 BRMEVAHE S SRIR B H RS REDT 18 ~ 24 4~ A F AR AT
4R T1% F1 88% o &5 b i, Molteno 51 3t 41 15y f5c 71l
PRISEFH 9 75 DGR 51 0 %% B, Wl 25 I PR A 0, R i T
A R A T ORI IR A RCR o OGRS R E M R
SR THESIEH

2.1.2 Schocket 5|4  Schocket 5| J ¥t F 1982 4%, & ¥4
055 51 45 43 A IR FLAE 18] B 9 25 7, H AP Z R0, 64 mm,
WAEN 0. 30 mm, K 30. 00 mm , §i 57 51 ¥ £E B 8 K o 14 F 348
AR ER 715 38 5 360° 19 20 5 fi Ji PR FLHF P9 1T 04 74 1 P, 8 D5 K 5
T IS SR B4 A 28 L, T LR L R L. H
Sckocket 57K 5| i 8¢ i AE A AR [ I 35 47 00 19 B30 LA, B DL
TET 6 IR 36 7 v i B2 32 81— s B . Omi S R
Schocket # A ) i 17 B0k, BIVHG Tk 1B 47 25 2% A T8 35 360° 20 N
90°,%F 51 4] 55 MR XA L5 AR AT A B R 3X Schocket 5] 34,
Ffivi 3 ~27 4~ H ,50 BRAR J5 B 545 245 60, 5 90.9% , Hovp 13
MR T 2503 R E 5 26. 0% 35 IR R Al s il AR, 249 4 3 A=
A& T OGHIR o AT UL R BT AR i A OB IR AF, Bl R 20 Schocket
| 9 0 % EL At 2 PR 3 T R R A R AT 0 4 ) R R SR {H L
TR RIR IR T 3E— 25 (9 1 PR P 5T

2.1.3  Baerveldt 5| %% Baerveldt 3| Fi % F 1990 4 i T s
PR, Ji B0 4 JC HE T R B 1 G IR SR A A Y, & BURE IR 5
T ME R 0. 64 mm, 42 H 0.30 mm, 2 35 il 19K A4k, # H
R ik S A B B 5 25 250,350 Fl 426 mm® 3 Fh LA B — &
B R P, R A B B N L, nT b Uk i R
£ 1275 Hodkin 25" 7 B 350 mm?® Baerveldt 3§ 56 HR 5] 745 14
7 METGPE T G , AR JF BT 18 AN H 3 A i A o EOBIRF AR
ERK 43% , JC R AR sk T bR A AR S 1 75 6 IR T A B
RN 14% ,F DTS CIRTF AR BTN 67% , B ikt F
AW BT OEIR T AR RN 75% . o E %8 % ] Baerveldt
HOHM G G Ry R HE LR, FARRIIE N 60% ~
93% 7 B3 AT 1T 350 mm® Baerveldt 9 56 IR 514 i
I7 N AR AR S5 MEYR P OGIR 32 41 33 IR, AR5 12,24
36 148 4~ H T AR B S 2 43 3 4 93. 63% .85.30% ,78. 50% il
72.65% . Campagnoli 25" 47 5# 89 i 92 IR k¥4 1 75 o6 IR M
L ALHE 43 R I P G IR K 49 ] At S5 MR M Ok
AR A A Baerveldt 5| 545, R JG B D7 1 4 F R K %5 51 0
79% F1 40% o LA LI PR %2 A 45 8 7R, Baerveldt 75 6 IR 5 5 45 AT
B R HIEE T G IR B FH IR K . {H Baerveldt 5| 3 #) #5 A
FARE B T — GBS O — MR RE T 2 &
BWURJ7 ARG A % A 500 XU, I HL 0k B 5 3t 485 i AR
K, FARBI RS R G I L IEMZ R0, &2, Baerveldt
51 E A YR I MR T G IR AT e B A A KU, R AR
LA T D IR AR 25 (L S At 28 TRl 3 1 75 G IR (9 9 97 A
KA —HXF %4 AR .

2.1.4 HAD K51y HAD Bk 5| P& 1992 45 m &
B 2 B 55 05 B o 4 3R T g — Bl I 7 B K G I T 5
VMBEHIHEENBENI R EBR, S REINRER
0.63 mm, P§4& 2 0. 30 mm, 5| J 8 by Bk JE ) B 14y B , 3% 1 B
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Sy 180 mm’ , 5| AL HT 7 A = 8 T TE J1 0 0% 7| VL 45 R o P 2 7
J B LA 5137 0 B K B AT 1k B A R G R AR
B AR 25 3 242 9 9 DU 5 485 50 19 00 45 A5 — AN AL, T ot s
R W S P HE R B 5 L5 O T BN o R 2 4 o
ISR /N AR Ao L PR A2 Bl 4 s A S S 3R A
i g 10T R T HAD B oK 51 A 9T META TR O
M A 3 2 24 S 80% 0 51 L A BH 22 s A T B 3B R 38
o VIR T BT AR S W T v i R A T 2 R
. BeE ) X F HAD B oK 513 4 i AR BB 4 B A i
i LB CIRIT MEIA YE T ORI 154 f1 159 IR HEATIE 5 4F
M BETT LSS, 45 R R ARG 1.2 3.4 15 4R 19 F AR B I R KK
H77.3% 67.3% .61. 1% .56.7% Fl 50.0% ,{H AR it 5 22 %L
BECHEH, RE 1.2.3.4 15 FMFRBEDZFRK K
90.0% .87. 1% .83.3% .81.3% F1 75. 0% , & 7 30 1 V& & o 9
JEE AL T B 4 e R R L R S 4 ARGE 13 4 13 HR
BT LR MLA HAD Bk 510, RJG B 6 A~ H UL E, 45
SR 12 WRHRJE 75 4 3 H . Wl 0L HAD Bk 51 F A A R
6T ME A T T 6 IR IR T AR BT 5 R R e 2 R
£ CJa, FARMI RIS T, 454 b E A 1) HAD Bk 513
P AR AR T8 BRI B K SR 5 T TR R S
I B b X ¥ v 4 75 6 IR VA T o A — S B M

2.2 RIS R

2.2.1 Krupin 55154 Krupin § 5 513 %46 F 1990 4,
B BLAY Krupin 7 53 51390 2 5 160 GO IR T i K 51 04 L 45 40
24 0.58 mm, J42 4 0.38 mm, 4 K £ 20 mm, 5 ¥ A /K F
7 LS4 B A0 B 14 TR ) BURR IR 1T, R RCE J7 10 ~ 12 mmHg, X%
PHTE 3 8 ~ 10 mmHg ™' [E 4N RE Krupin 75 56 1R 6 15 1) A
AR IR A 75 6 HR 0 B I R K 66% ~ 80% P S
42236 22 1) Krapin 3 AR V4 7 HE VA T T SR IR, F 39 B
9.55 A, FARMINF N 77.27% 5 Horb i 8 i 45 1k 75 IR N
66. 67% , HoAx J I MENA TE T G R A 84. 61% 5 AR J5 fit 5 H BL I
R NBIRA N O R 5, 5 18.2% . T LR T RS ™ I &
I 5 BB 2o S T B, IR TR R RE A5 B A A b, o i T O
RS 4 28 750 i, Jek 2 W) T R R B R 1) S TR R, R A A
R o {H Krupin B 57 513 9 %5 3 2 59 3 34 1 75 6 IR 194
I 7 S5 R I e %

2.2.2 Ahmed TGRS H M Ahmed 7§ R 5K 5 R YR H
R R 5 3 9 75 6 IR 5 1 0 R D2 3 5 O R — 4 O
£y M o IS 5 R L L4 K B U B (5 R ) Ak B ik
$E (5P PIERAr, BERE WS AR K 0.30 mm, AR K
0. 64 mm; L 71 5 N % AR 51 % 4% K 16.0 mm, 58 13.0 mm, JE
1.9 mm, [ BN 184 mm® | oAy 355 7 AORR I 1T O 2 9 A ik
IR, TR 8 ~ 12 mmHg, il B 4 i 2 1 5 /K 16 551 9 i 1A
IR F IR A B A Bk W B HE— 2 T, B TR K
MR T B A5 1T 08 5 3 R A 45 O 4 o i 2R
WIS R A A BB A TR 2 L RS R C, A A AR
wFEAR R R T E N AN RTE T RGE ARG AR TR R R
K 35% ~90% TN LN 60% ~80% , MR I MR I

P OGIR ) B I R A AR, N 50% ~70% 7 xS k)
42 {5i] 50 HR 7 2B 1L T B HR A A Ahmed 513 1, B 7 3 4 A
FARIBINHRAT 5 92.9% , RJG 51 A R 1B, 514 B i 5
AR 4 1], SR LA B A T SO, 5 % BT 9 A2 K B 7 6 ) i AL
IR 575 th Ahmed 75 56 HR 5| 7 0 8 AR ¥ 7 80 L 45 B X 4R
AT 6 R A B A 8 o R R AR A kY % 26
1] 30 MR L & XEIA 75 75 6 IR B F AL A FP-7/FP-8 Ahmed 7 )6 IR
BIVI, RJG 12 A~ H .24 A~ H F R R IH 551 4 85.76% Fil
71.46% , R JG A % B T H: KAE . Gessesse ™ JiH 11 ] 12 B}
VA VE T R IR R A Ahmed 56 I 51 ¥, RS B 17 6 4 H
FARIRINHE S 83.3% o LI EWFFEF I, Ahmed 75 56HR 51 i 1 %
VAT IR VAT R A A

2.2.3 Optimed FIGIRFIHY  Optimed 75 56 HR 31 3 4 G 18
PTG IR S A, e PMMA 51548 05 8 51 A 4L, B
A AT S TR, AT ACHT B 51 A 5 R 6 TR S
FEATE ) A by T U R R SR S A,
A5 180 ~ 200 £ fol 50 L T 20 B 19 T 7 9 5 8% 3 3k 5 o B3 K 1
51 3 AR A SR T 5 JF O R 8 ~ 10 mmHg ™) 5% ey 4570 4
Bk A Ahmed 5[ %8 (7 IR ) 55 Optimed %5 5EME 5] 39 (6 R)
VB IT G PETFOGIR , RIS Ahmed 415 Optimed 4 T AR 5 2 % 4>
B 86% F 17% , 25 5247 Ge vt 2 78 Lo B J5 K % 3 2% SUxk
20 334 PE T IR B E LA Optimed FEHR 5190, 45 5 R
1A 8 BT . 253 H7 % 1& Optimed FGIRFIF Y IBIFi A 5
I AL RS B W T I, S8k LB AR A IR B 5]
WG R, N T LT Al ST B, 5 B0 9 4F 4 Ak R AL,
1T 77 T B M Optimed 75 5 HR 51 37 490 6 3 3 1 75 S IR A9 94 97 3L
SR LA 7 3 A I R L A

3 BARRBEIFAR

T IR A F A (micro-invasive glaucoma surgery , MIGS) H
I 18 JC MR A S, 2 B R R ek a2 4 R R L A6 43 7 T 4R
T A Rl T B s K SR e 43R B REAIREIR R A B Y.
Bk Ex-PRESS 3G 51 i 4% 4h, K 2 % MIGS J& T F G IR A 5l
WFA VIO R M D) O, 3 2 ok 3 1 5 K B E
T K DK T | 38 B 820 B 7K HE LB T R o 4 R L i
BB GR 3 o NBEARIR . MIGS Hijf £ B M TR E
T OGIR B, i B H Al 2 A OB IR 19 I R i e . R
— S AR ARG B FDA HEE  H AWM B o B KB A S i X
T T 2 i T I R, HL IR R4 09 R TR R ROR
3.1 Ex-PRESS #GHRT| i 2%

Ex-PRESS F 56 HR 51 i 5 S — B A 85 9 1 i8Ik,
1 AR ) RN B HE K B 7 43 S P-200  P-50 il R-50 3 Fj 28 5
LK Y¥N 3 mm, M2k 400 mm, P-200 57 N 4% 2 200 mm,
R-50 A1 P-50 # A Y4234 K 50 mm, Hi# 2.5 mm #5 AHT B o
Ex-PRESS GRS A A 1 AP GA 1 A FEAR N2, 43 1
AL BHE A A VR R B LA A BT TR . BT AR R
v AL A @5 i AL, AT O 32 5 U AL B BH ZE i R 51 AL RE A Ak
BI% B K. B 2002 4F 2 56 [ FDA St ifE 5 , Ex-PRESS % 5
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MR 51 3 A AR TE I R 702 7 T 45 2 B 35 6 IR AR A 9T o
el P AR GE Ex-PRESS 7 OGHR 51 7 8 4 AR 167 M3 P 75 OB IR
T AR R A 75% ~90% P K TN IR AR, de
Jong ' X} 78 il B 43 B 45 T Ex-PRESS 5| i b A A Fil /)N 32
VIR A BT 5 445 5 T Ex-PRESS 414 W &5 194 0%, H T
ARIT AL HF i 1] B K . Ex-PRESS T 5% B 51 1 28 K A A 16 /1N
YIBRA 5 KU 91 P LA R X 2 4 1) 000 38, % — B6 X 363 1 75 O
R, G S0 4t T DU MR T 7 00 4 A 980 763 18 8 4k o Y 75
IR T TR AR = A T AR (A I 75 OB I, Ex-PRESS A A A
PER SRy RE 2 . I Kovatevic 25 ™ Hi 3 10 {5 2 Fft 25
FEVAPE TG I R M A Ex-PRESS %56 51 7 2%, 145 I 1 &
W AR S G B R S A T A 750 7 6 B R A o A OB IR gk
KM IR RGBT 4 D H B IR E K0 BRI A 18
U, 25 b TR, Ex-PRESS 5 6 IR 51 3 2% (19 5 8 3L AL A7 %2
G ARk T R AT T AR S, HR XN T A
720 B R S R S 5 4 T /DN 5 [ il T Ex-PRESS 5] 3 2% 1 1
/N A o R S UL Bk 45 188 45 20 2R WA N, O 2 5 A AR X
R, BT 2 B 2 50T IR % K 0T bk, E IR e
2T AR T OCHR 1367

3.2 Xen BEEZHE  Xen #E K 242 (Xen Gel Stent) & Aquesys
2N FIE R I —Fh i Aquesys JE B B RHR AR IR 7 A P 22 B 5|
WA, K 6 mm, AR5 A Sk % 22 58 B AL, 51 A FE E R b S
R 2R B0 B B K 51 T 4 HE T B K kL 7E
%[, Xen Gel Stent i 2 i PRI 0 8 4 (H CLAE BRI H 5 L H 4%
NS K B A5 B KRk PRV, 358 T 36 7 W4 25 9030 07 2k I
119 J5 2 T R T T O RR B

3.3 CyPass fffB %28 CyPass f#{ 5 & 22 ( CyPass Micro-Stent)
J& Transcend Medical F % 9 — f % 61 i % o6 IR 2 22, K
6.35 mm 425 300 wm, E T LG AR (R 2 ] b T /)N 7
LA 0 Ik 5, 37 9 5 K 51, 1 B K B R
Jok 4% B I AR HE B3 K 313 . CyPass Micro-Stent 35 il F {4 JF
AT OGHR Y 1 P9 B R, B I R R i & HE A M
S A R A B R R R

3.4 PNEWHAEAR  /NZIE AR (Ab interno trabeculectomy
trabectome) J& 3% [E NeoMedix 2\ &) #f & ) — Fr MIGS % &
Thectome ([ 4 ¥ 5 AL R 45 ) , 20 o1 oo A0 1 Pl 32 5 0 ol Oy 1%
P B/N R B R, § K R A Y 1 I GE AR U 5K 51, T
2004 4F 38 3 FDA DA S5 Ik 36 B 5 B 40 3% AR 45 36 97 IF #
ORI — 26T TR« AN RA B T AR R 8 ST S
A A 1.7 mm BN O AR BRORE AT B 7
Swan-Jacobs #pEl 55 [ 55 , Trabectome 41 3k 36 45 P 25 B4 3 ) 5
M B4 S 336 B 4 ] 60° ~ 100° /)N 3% ) il Schlemm 5 (4 BE | fi
Pk BB AT o T AR G R o3 S i O T A 0 ok 4
R gt

3.5 Schlemm % % %% Schlemm 4 37 %% ( Hydrus Schlemm canal
scaffold ) Bl Hydrus £ 78 357 48, & 2011 4F Ivantis 2\ &) #F & 1 8
B MIGS 2 5 f AL B0 AZ A & i, K 29 8 mm , H /N 5 IR
W B AL, 1A 5 A 5 1 S 0 5 s JEUBE O Hydrus i 78

SCHRAR A JURRE R DK SE L HT D5 B K SR /0N St RN LI
Fk s, Wb B K HE B B g AR a0 B K 5
3.6 iStent 5| ¥ #%
bypass stent) {1 3 [& Glaukos 24 &/ % i & , & —F A T3 28 /)
RO IR ST AR AR BT, T 2R AL B A S B o A, R I A T D
55 U 0K S A2 0 0 B 55 K 5 O, AT 3% B R AIGR A IR IR i B
Mo 55 1 4R iStent Fe ] F 2004 457 ] F RRH ,2012 4258 1 FDA
PIEFF 6 B T 16 K, 4 1.0 mm, 5 0. 33 mm, L 60 mg, i ]
T G B ol 5 7 3] iStent 1947 E 551 A 8L, A GTSI00R\L
2 B RS A AR A G IR AN A2 IR, 4 A iStent 45 5 Schlemm &
2RI, 55 2 R iStent T 2006 47 HE HETE WU BT, AL Hy 3K 1
i, RAL 360 pum, HIR PR AFALE 2 — A>T Sy 230 pom G 19 154 4 Sk
AL 4 A EIEA AN RURA RN, 515 55K AL
R Ik 52 9 A AR iStent 5 Schlemm 4 &2 3 i A, 45 3 /U
iStent H ETIERT A& o iStent BYAG 2 7E T F R ), X IR A8 41
LU0 /0s , HLAR T ] i A A 22 A iStent, S IR 11 A I 75 3L
AT, H T2 5 T B A IR A a7 0
3.7 SOLX Gold Shunt SOLX Gold Shunt( GMS) & SOLX /\ #]
WA A — A DG IR B B o, B A 2 BA T R A A A P a4
HIAE I TC M AR B i B LK 5.2 mm, 583, 2 mm, J& 44 pum,
il S A 22 A TR 2530, 4 B o0 A 2 A AL I8 B TS o .
GMS TE i Fiz JF B¢ 4 A Jok 26 158 14 B, Al A9 Bi7 i A #5071 b7 ( D
F) T 5 — S 78 Kk 46 B JH Bt o 4 s 7K DA IS 7 571 3 B0 ok 46 B L
RS, 384 Jon 4 % T8 DL IRE 3 A2 1) D7 /K 510, ol B 7R &5 I BB OB,
R AR A f5 R IR i KUK . F AT IE7E 2E4T GMS B £ O I
PRIXE , GMS & 7804 K L K A8 43 B B 8 4tt vf 77 i O, 31
Wi B 3 F T 0 ORI AT

ERA R MICS 2 H B4 A A% FARZ 2.
ARG Ara R BRAERAE P ATIBCE A RS P TR
L [H B ATBR Ex-PRESS 75 56 IR 51 i #% B T sk 1 77 oL IR
PIIRYT Ab  Hoar TR B 200 M T I LTS DG IR B2 245 49 42 )
MREASERY 77 DG IR, % X 36 14 75 06 IR 8% B 38 7 5 22 19 1 K
Sk

iStent 5| i #% (iStent trabecular micro-

4 £5iE

AT, 5 G IR 51 30 e AR AR e e 6 1 7 D6 IR B9 36 77 IR
15T MR k2, B R G 4 RO R AE B2 R TR
R AHBER 5K 51 R B A5 M Bt CRE AR AR TR
LT & NU M IS g TR AW ESR 7N T RS 3= I HIE RS
07 AT, THOLIR TR AR EAE ARG IT MER PE T OB IR A
BOARBAEZ I o 125 01k, T OCHRT] 3R B A B R AR 15
1b 1 PR B 400 B oF AN ) A4 LA AR 7 R AIG T MAE LE A
KRR, 2 A A B 4 A 5 U R B IR, Ml R OB IR
(19367 H AN PR HRORE 19 MR, 55 DG IR 3 109 A A7 K 2 1 5
R E . B MIGS fy P % i, — 2357 49 TR Jr 2 il 22 4
HEMER T, 75 Ah— 883 TR J5 U IE AR F I3 il R 3L 56+, 1 A
RE PR FLACR B/ R DI BR AN 5 7K 51 48 B T AR R 5 0, (H X
BB T AR A K SR 5 4% il 26 280 Ol IR E A 2 TR O U EGA
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BEE - MRS - dmE

AR S a1 BRI AR

AMD : 4F #% A1 56 P ¥ BE AL PE (age-related macular degeneration )

ANOVA ;. BA R % J7y 223 BT (one-way analysis of variance)

BUT . 1H & i 24 i} [8] ( breakup time of tear film)

DR : 4 J% 9% A % i 955 2% (diabetic retinopathy)

EAU . 52561 H B G5 75 25 I % (experimental autoimmune uveitis )

EGF . 3 f 4= & [ ¥ (epidermal growth factor)

ELISA ; il B¢ % 9% Wt [t 1 %2 ( enzyme-linked immuno sorbent

assay)

ERG : ¥ I} I e, [&] ( electroretinogram )

FFA . 556 Z HRE IfiL 45 1 5 (fundus fluorescein angiography)

FGF ; il 21 4k 40 g = 4 [A ¥ (fibroblast growth factor )

GFP . 4 f0,5¢ ). 7 [ ( green fluorescent protein )

IFN-y:y F$t % (interferon-vy)

IL: F 40 4 & (interleukin)

IOL: A T &R A& (intraocular lens)

IRBP ;S [6] 32 14 A0 5 25 W) T 45 4 & H (interphotoreceptor retinoid
binding protein)

LASIK : #4306 A £ B BR BER (laser in situ keratomi leusis)

ICGA . 15| WE 35 &% 1l 45 1& 52 (indocyanine green angiography)

LECs: IR | Bz 40 0 (lens epithelial cells)

miRNA ; f#/)» RNA (microRNA)

MMP ; £ i 4> J& 25 H i ( matrix metalloproteinase )

mTOR . If % zh # 25 /0 & X ¥ & [ ( mammalian target of

rapamycin )
MTT . Y F 3L 48 5 Mk £k ( methyl thiazolyl tetrazolium)
NF: #% 5% A 7 ( nuclear factor)
OCT : Y244 T W7 J2 $94li (optical coherence tomography)
OR : fl # It ( odds ratio)
PACG ;& & 1% 141 /7 BU 75 Y R ( primary angle-closure glaucoma)
PCR ; 3B & fifi 4% 28 52 ¥ ( polymerase chain reaction)
RGCs : 4% ¥ B 15 41 Jitd ( retinal ganglion cells)
POAG . J& & P4 JT i 1 75 S HR ( primary open angle glaucoma)
RPE ; ¥ I’ I {6, & | 7 (retinal pigment epithelium)
RNV . 4 % 5587 A= I 4% ( retinal neovascularization)
RP: # ] Jii €6, 2% 75 4 (retinitis pigmentosa )
ST t:JHE 43 W 5 ( Schirmer [ test)
shRNA : /N & & RNA (short hairpin RNA)
siRNA : /N T-# RNA (small interfering RNA)
a-SMA : a3 WL BN 3 1 ( a-smooth muscle actin)
TAO ; F R IR 4 ¢ IR 97 (thyroid-associated ophthalmopathy)
TGF : 8 {4 K [H 7 (transforming growth factor)
TNF : il 84 2R 3E K F ( tumor necrosis factor)
UBM ;#8754 ¥ B #3445 (ultrasound biomicroscope)
VEGF: [.48 M % 4 K A F (vascular endothelial growth factor)
VEP . ¥ 517 & B v ( visual evoked potential )
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