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[ Abstract] Glaucoma is an irreversible cause of blindness, and elevated intraocular pressure (IOP) is an
important risk factor for it. There is no clearly defined value of ocular hypertension in children, thus the accurate
evaluation of 10P in children and understanding of its influencing factors are of great significance for the timely
detection of ocular hypertension in children and the prevention of childhood glaucoma. Different measuring instruments
and principles,as well as differences in ocular structures between children and adults, lead to the various sensitivity
and reliability of the measurement. Many studies have shown that there are many factors affecting IOP in children,the
main influencing factors of which are central corneal thickness,age,race,region, gender, corneal biomechanics,and so
on. Obesity, blood pressure, and the use of anesthetics may also have influences on IOP in children. The possible
relationship between IOP and refractive state in children is still controversial. For children with high myopia and the
tendency to develop high myopia, their IOP should be monitored. Clinical diagnosis of children with ocular
hypertension should be cautious, whether to carry out clinical intervention depends on the results of standardized
testing and long-term follow-up. At present, accurate assessment and measurement of IOP in children to determine the
timing of early warning of ocular hypertension is still the focus of research. Recent progress in IOP and its related
influencing factors in children were reviewed in this article.

[ Key words] Glaucoma; Ocular hypertension; Intraocular pressure; Children; Measurement; Influencing
factors
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TGRS — RN AT BRI, L EH ORI 2 5 R
JLEEE IR 5% o MR T R R O R AT ) 1 fE R
K6 97 1Y IR S E 55 4E 0. 5% ~ 2% HE JE S IT /i B EOL IR
(primary open-angle glaucoma,POAG) "™ | H i ik K IR JE 11 1F
WL (95% Y IE % AR A BE{E ) 24 11~ 21mmHg (1 mmHg =
0. 133 kPa) , i T JL 0 ML A8 45 44 B A — E B9 58 0k 1, 8 & X
BN < TE IR A B OF R Gl AT L L3 IR R G
B S U E o 752 R 25 L IR py il 645 IR
BRI JBC SRR AL | JRR I AN A A R IR L T I i B9 4 T
AR A JE 5 B2 AR W) ) 2 A 45, 249 AT o L 2 BRI 00 o (i R Ak
ARIC 1R BEHR M IE A R e FE R i PR G T 02 I AN AE B L
e MR TRV L3 55 6 IR A 8 8 S0, AR Semt L 3R R A
SR PR I F 5 R HEAT 4504

1 MEMFRFEMILERERNZM

VR 10 IR 00 o A S A00 75 DG IR AR L R 1Y G B,
WHRIRYT H LM E BRI R 2 — o H i R R N 0 IR &
T4 5 9 22 fih 28 BR JE 3 ( noncontact tonometer, NCT)  Goldmann
JEHR JE 3t ( Goldmann applanation tonometer, GAT) . Tonopen HR
He it Perkins AR £ 1 | [8] 3 28 HR J& 31 ( rebound tonometer, RBT) |
F 5% R AR 11 ( dynamic contour tonometry , DCT) | HR 52 )i 43 #
{¥ (ocular response analyzer, ORA) K T] M4k £ i A= ¥) 11 24 50 #r
{¥ ( corneal visualization Scheimpflug technology, Corvis ST) , ¥t ¥
& MR IR THRF 25 )L N HTAY R TR PE 23 301 3 LA 3R

NCT [y JE He ful o P 6 AR AT A A& K i &b &) T
LT 52, E LG R DU 0 5 BRI A S B R 225 GAT
J2 H T E BR LA DA IR R I & 4 AR v, DCT 0k o J2& 33 A
ISR 9 T 05 IR PR 1 4 3 R R fH g
VEARRS 52 2 H SR AG A AL T A AL I R IC 6, Ao IR 5 3% T
JRIE X fd A LB, JUHOR 5 % LU LB AP iy i T 32 B BR )
Tonopen HR JE 115 Perkins R JE 314 #7 8 1 5 IR JE 31, Wi &
D) 2t 29 S 52 (A7 PR ), A ) P T 22 40y L B i A ok AR Az 1) B A
5t Khamees 45 ° fff 55 2 W] Tonopen 7£ %% i )L % 1 nf & & 1
BHF s RBT Jhyiz R R [l 5 I B 34 1 A 9 80 W R 31, G 75 R
R G 0 T 52 P s Sy L B IR T o A AR T IR RO
MR s L ARt e

A A BEFE N A R IR R 31 78 )L # 8 BE AT L 4.
Feng % " 58 4iE 52, NCT iCare RBT I GAT %f 10 % DI F JL i
AR 0 )80 20 I £ 2R 43 53 kg 89% \75% I 64% (P<0.05) , R4
NCT ) 4t HR F 55 3145 AR 25 S8 3 )L 38 i R A1 B P 12 W 14 IR
Bz W 45 X POAG 8 % WF 5% /i, NCT 119 WUl Jik (4% GAT
A, BMAL IR T %5 T Al 67 MR T, 32 75 JR AT 38 22 25 0k oz %o IR T 0
BEALAY S o Sahin 2811 7E 7~ 12 2 e JL 3 o A BF ST 45
7~ , Tonopen M 3 i W% &= T iCare RBT ( P = 0.006) ; Bradfield

1t 439 {9 18 % LR NBERE 5t % 3, Tonopen Al GAT I J&
) {094 - 249 25 S AR /DN ; Jaafar 2572 558 & U, Perkins [ 3
WA S GAT 1433 H S IR B8 i 30 mmHg i, 57l f #]
HE i 1%

ORA JZ i R L1 A0 T DAl I 44 #f B8 A= 0 ) 2 e vk 1
B, Hoiz F8h 2 X0 AR 4045 /A B A= ) 0 2 2 80, L4
£ B J5 & ( corneal hysteresis, CH) Fl £ & FH 71 [H F ( corneal
resistant factor, CRF) , 3f 3£ 18 7] # & # $l Goldmann AR JE (&
( Goldmann intraocular pressure, IOPg) Fll ff J& b £2% AR J% ( corneal
compensated intraocular pressure, I0Pcc) ; Corvis ST Jg 3 %l £ it
A 0 A, AR AR 4 Ak BRI 3 4%, R A Scheimpflug Ji 1
ORI R X 2R AT AR R B2, P IE Al A R A 4 ) 2 e
I35 4 Wy F1 % 4% TE IR JE ( biomechanically corrected intraocular
pressure, bIOP ) "' | = % H §ij 76 JL % IR IR 90 & b R B
Vandewalle %"/ fff 53 & W] ,TOPg 5 GAT B ) &k {8 A 30T , FL 4
REHR AR E , BEAEATIEIESE , I0Pce 55 DCT I 3 {4 A A]
HobE, L 10Pee 5 DCT (22 i 5 CH A& ™. Salouti %' X
{@ B L B # 4T Corvis ST 5 ORA it K B, 15 GAT A L, Corvis
ST gy i Al IR e, JF A 93X 2 Bl 43 A IR R 31 18 S BE AR GAT,

R B 98 B0 W 7E L 2 IR K12 W I 55 25 I 4 TR K% HE
JEFRFN 7 20 B S S5 R0 5w, 5 AR L, 7R L FE R A
0 TR P 050 RIS o 224 0 300 i 45 08 77 A P BB I, T SR AN () A 48 =
g,

2 JLEREREFEZWMEAE

2.1 o g o RS BE X L B MR {4 52

g ffy %5 JEL BE (central corneal thickness, CCT) % 0R J I &
B ER 52 M € 3 AR ) i Feds 2 55 D' TR 450 3 O Joe 11t = S
Wy 7 JLEABIE R ER ML LS RERN R B EE
B KEBFIEERILE CCT HHRE R EM " A7 16 R
S B R ik OGRS R SE O R A IR FE AL IE B kAl . CCT 4
3N 100 wm , [ AR 30 0. 32~ 3. 50 mmHg, A A BFSE ] &
G RAH A9 22 5T A H R T I & CCT B AR Fe {809 7 vk AL
FAEAR A

IR 4 2 W 29 CCT W, (0036 W B2
NCT % CCT S m gk, NI H iz, A VF 2 2 B A E 28 20
FATF IR IG5 K A8 RYE Pentacam |14 Ehlers Shah
Dresden Orssengo il Kohlhaas 5 % J7 2 fry MR 6 4% 1 4>, 10 14
Jo 45—, Rao % BF5T R W, £ IR HE > 530 wm 1 75 ) IR
B RBT 55 GAT I & i) 1R 75 i 22 3% 7 0. 8 mmHg, 17X 1E # A
A B2 9 74 16 R A8 RS 3 450E W 42 B 5 Sahin 261 B
Fede i, CCT &34 i 100 pum, Tonopen I RBT Il £ {5 73 51 38 in
2.2 mmHg f1 3.7 mmHg, Ma 2 FF5 M, 5 NCT # 1L, CCT
X Corvis ST Frilll bIOP {8 #Y 52 M &/, LA B WF 58 2 48 /R A1 i
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PR b L3 AR R 9Pl 75 ) s 25 S8 D o 7 3% F1 CCT B2l 5

AR 56 F L CCT (338 B R, JLFE /Y F 1 CCT
7 553.69 pm(95% CI:551. 60 ~ 555.78 pm) 2 H v 7E T
AHET, ok A ep [ L 3E 1Y OF 8 CCT fE 43 31 4 (530.87 =
30.7) wm F1(554. 19£35) pm"7>* i Muir 28 iR 25 H 2B A
JLE R CCT Jy (543+37) wm, o E A JLE R (562+35) wm
W5 M KB I T H S LB A A IR CCT S (542.2+
37.4) pm, 721 O (544.3£39.2) um'™ BN JL# 47 IR CCT Wy
(54129) wm, /2024 (552£32) pm ™5 o 45t K BF 5 8,
FHHJLE CCT J (564.92+32) pm'™ | ffij Nejabat 2 5 57 32
BT, it BRI 407 2 % JL B CCT 2y (513.4+34.5) um, WK Z Rl
WILEM, JLE CCT & 45 F iy 22 5ol H I F — R B AR M
SN AR LTS AR R A0 R 2 I B R BT
BEVE REA B R RS HE S . SR Sauer 451 7E BN R S AR
TR LTI E BT FT4s S b W, B PRSI RIIR 5 5 CCT
T RARSEPE . DA RSG5 R B AREE IS A — , (ER TR FR AT Ab 47
fE il & CCT B % &I R . JLE CCT 5F 1Y% R WAFALE
i, RABBEFE AN L E CCT S54RI oM &1, HL =Y
PR AE 3 % Bk 3 N A TR T AR O B R i A e
PR 3% 2 5 4 0l % U
2.2 AR ) A R L AR AR A 5

UEAE K, AR RE AL Wy g 2 e 0 R S0 14 5 ) % 9 e A AT
i, ARG F W, CH R CRF ALAE 14 % L) R A1 60 % L)
AR R A B X HX S R G AE R 2 1A AR L
HIZEE, Kirwan % % BF 5y 45 R @R, 6 1E 3 JLE  CH -1
{84 12. 5 mmHg, 55 gL, 1 72 56 KA 7 6 & L H CH 5
¥k 6.3 mmHg, W] BT IEH® JLE, A P54 # L JLE CH
A1 CRF (AW TR o BEAE— 26 36 T L IR A4 1 22 1
BFSSik . CH A1 CRF 5 4F % J6 36 0 5 IR JE & % # %
Momeni-Moghaddam %% H 45 1 4 ] 4 48 1 O\ 16 BF 52 21 e W,
AR MR, ORA £ 12 S HUE AR, H Bt otk ol &,
FIHi 6 F LT f A ) S etk RO S IR R R £ H
W ICE S, A Rk — 05T,
2.3 SR B R Hb It L IR R R 64 5

L 5 B R R S AR BR AR 7R AR K R & P, IR R
MR % 75 0 B SR L Pensiero 287 (i FH Al 43 s RV 0
1460 24 N AE B 16 % 23035 0 IR e, W 22 2 2R S IR R (E
W TF R, Bk 4 8 5 IR EAE, i 09 % i IR R AH A
FasE ., Jaafar 221 fifi ] Perkins BR JE 310 5 22 4h JL 9 BR & S 1y
{2 5. 89 mmHg & T BU4E A MY 13.21 mmHg, Li 257 3 4t o
Eb 7 7R CERAFER 12.7 %) JLEF IR Ky 15. 8 mmHg,
55 R A AAEARL, b 4 B L 3E R K 2y 12 % B 3k 2] R R
K, 5 Sihota 2577 4 — I PSS F 04 L 3w IR R A
ZRAT 10 % Aoy, K WIWE T OF JC 0 2 B 4 H T B
JE MRS T IR, 3% — B v] 5 L B ) 28 B v 4 o B o T @l
MR M ARG EA X HL B L
R 5 4T i Bt ) A AR 6 M B R TR A . AT ITIA R
PR 547 s B AE A O oA R R e B A e

R AIBFSE 7 IR JE Sk H a5 2 gy A B wF g £
AP L E IR W) T

HARZ WG B8 T 7N () B 5 0 Rl i L 3 IR T {4 15 % 1
FEL, FH A T A 900 4k 0 DA #7218 % L 1 7 1 R JE {1 MK
(12.01£3.90) mmHg % (17.8+2.7) mmHg A%, [ %336 L
HEH P B IR (GAT) Jy (12, 46+2. 24) mmHg ' | i B J& JL %
(Perkins) Jy (12.02+3.74) mmHg "' ; 10 31X 4 & 7 , 75 BE
FJLIEMR R (ORA) 2 (14. 71£3.22) mmHg" " | B 1 F] ( Lcare)
Bk (15.02+2. 19) mmHg, 4 #: g (14. 44£2.01) mmHg ™' ; i
3% [ (Tonopen) [ A\ JL # R Rl Hy (15+4) mmHg, % 3 [ L
)y (16£4) mmHg ™' 5 T3 JL # MR JE {f (NCT) Jy (15.65+
3.05) mmHg ™ s 78 4%, 1 L3 ( GAT) - 349 IR {47 TR
(13.86+2. 13) mmHg, Z2 IR}y (13.72+2. 04) mmHg ™’ ; i + E
L (NCT) F 3 MR IE Ay (14, 15+2.87) mmHg "™ 53 26 6 5 4
SR (1) 25 S5 SR T AN [ SR R o 22 ) R 4 2 S 1 R i

Il AL A5 AR 0 BT 58 3 %) 4% L 2 A TR T {8 HE AT T 0 R
B 40 5 PR ) — ) At 7 3 (NCT) |, AR ) XL 25 11 B S {1
FI LS, WA X 6~ 18 % JL T 1 7 ¥ IR FE(H N
(17.6+2.7) mmHg"*" ;% J1 7 % Fl 12 % JL3E 53 5] A (13.5+
3.1)mmHg 1 (15. 8+3.5) mmHg"™ ; T BT 6~ 11 % 5 4 -3 ]
FE A (17. 832 84) mmHg, B A% F =2 A= 1 (18. 24£2. 96) mmHg* |
T e 25 S AE — S R 1T R h T TR 5T B0 AR 8 4R ] R 3K,
AT RE S A X L CCT AR % .

UG 7 BT 5 405 R 22 18] 14 B4 LR R o IR 4 TR, T
TEJ7 s AR AL REA B RO R W AEAE R R 2
B L, ARG TR, X S BF ST T2 CCT {H 25 S AR K, ot A F& )
B AR R R SR, DRI, S L OE R AR R R0
D5 BT 2 vt REEAS S5 — HLYE 0 I R AT 5, 97 75 2% 1%
X 3 6 T R 5 0 PR 2% 9 R OE
2.4 it B LA HR R () 52 1)

L3 HR R A0 IR 45 =2 ] B T B 6 R — BEAFFE 4RI, A
FE— BB e W, A0 00 B B U 25 OF 90RO LR O M
{19 HR JE 7T B 23 52 00 L BT WL 22 JE 1YL Jensen A g
2 AE B O HE BT 5T 2 B, MR R > 16 mmHg £ JL 3 5 HRE <
16 mmHg f JL 3 22 )30 L 6 BE A oF 8 3% L 25 5 A 4 i o
S, LA R Al R AR A A, DR ot A A R R O R
A R 0 B L 2R AR AR X 8 ~ 18 % 230 il ]2 R
F BT R AL R WL A R TE A T AR T L 2 B A
Elgin 25V BF S8 52, 5 1E % A M, POAG F 25 (1) 3T Wt JiE o
5, CCT S MR A oK, TS ¥R/ POAG PR L. DL 255
FW, LSO AR % FR T T R T Al O L HR 3 W e R
T 7K P T il 2 JE R AR 7 O R XU 25 1 S I 22— SR T BIR T 2
525 )L E IR R & S8 LG % TG e .

ARABESE 45 R R 4538, Urban 25 Xof 50 A1) JL 3% () BF
¢ 2 WA WL 5 i 3 3 MR =2 ) 1 BT 22 53 6 4 32 3 s Li
283U ko ] LB 2 45 B BB F T 4% S S 3 P3Ok R A IR R
SRS T AT AR B R X A R TR T A 7 vk 2 DL IR 1 o
U BRSBTS 1 R IR K 10 5 A 5 0 0
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PR A A A R K T R 7 O F & A I B A 2 3
R B B TR 2 22— AT A S P £ A B T 5 4 R %
R TE 2 A % T 5 3 3T W B A5 OO Ak R 1 17 g L
o7 W 2 IR 35 I 0 B DA o O R L IR LT R

MR B 2 505 L 3 IR B 06 RS2 B BF 58 % 56 . xF 1l
ZRILFE R F 55 % B, ML T B 25 FR < B g g o s 7 e 0 i
Sihota 45 77V XF 405 44 0~ 12 % JL3E {9 BF 58 45 S 42 7% R I -5 R iy
KGRI (r==0.1) 3 Li 2V 4768 1 L & IR E S
BRI B3 A 3¢ 5 Yang 4510 xh 1 565 4 JL # A9 BT 58 % BL A v
11 MR P 5 22 e 1 B 1D 0 A G, DT 2 s MK gy 256 17, 935 7 TR
JE A5 R T P o 3 2 % SR 3 R T i 5 R O 1 B T S
A K H AR B0 IR 4 ORI AE
2.5 LT R 6 H A R 2

RABEGEH AT T LR IR 500 9 56 & |, Akinci 282 1)
144 48 T 4, R BLY 1K 5 i 45 8K (body mass index,
BMI) =30 kg/m® i IR 00455 80 5 L R T 22 389, 45 775 JIEL e 2
B FF 85 00 B R 22 . KT JL 8 R PR 5 B B 11 6 2 OF R A5 5
56 AE S, IKEE % X R 1 768 44 6~ 11 % L BF 58 & B
BMI 5 1R JE =2 ) T A 564k o oA Sfe A7) 7 22 3k — 45 1) T 5 oF 1 9
BMI 1L B 22 [f] 1 36 %5

Li 45U 4R T R IR E 45 O 2 3 K E 8 A %, F 39 3 Bk
JE A4S 10 mmHg, IR E R N2Y 0. 4 mmHg, %858 ik % B3
PAR I B 1 7% 1 IR 2 8 5 Yang 25 B 9% bt S /i L 2 42
TR ) MR T 50 v 1 I B i R PR A G o DRI ot L R R
o U000 0 5 X 4 B I B0 B0 T MR, LA 4 T M TR G HL ok A
fEH .

5380 AE G PR e, 4y JRR R A 0 TR % 2
(R 5 0 R L. RS R, b SRR A Y S 2T K
JE A AT 55 AR L B A BRTR 5 TR IR e o PR R TG S
SUOR T R T . A R R K T o JRR e 1] i B ] A
A, 4 BRI o IV Bl 7 2% a7 Akt 2 o B R P A i Y
1B ELRATS ke 2 5 s 1 i B L R 3 6 46 S A WL G 4 10 R
TR 7 32 IR 90 ik 56 2R 9 34

3 IILERREENISTRER

JL 2 e MR AR H AT G JE WA E . I RIS I AT L K
T /04 1 IR R 2 U, o 7 DA BB 5 v R - (8 g
WEHERFHE. JLE SR ERSETIER T Eg
KB 52 K 2 O 285 2 LI 2 £ o 2R LR S
TR B 10 K 2 25 9L, HEAT 26 & 0 98 A0 2 B . 5 B R 4% v
(=25 mmHg) (A2 3 3k, LM 2 BAGB R, T4 3~6 4
AR 1 YOO T 25 (Rl R A7 R REA BT ) L I I o 28 2F 4 2
ROV 0 e 2840 00 M O A P R R 5 o5 R S AT 4
SeTbEn R A 1~2 FRI O, A E G 3K, IR R RS
W TR, — ol 30 mmHg B4 T R IR R 25900607

4 INZS

g5 Lk 7RG PR AR AS L 2 IR I 5 2% 18 & 72 R

WA s Z 18] Y BR 22 \CCT AR R I M 501 B 0 JE A= 1) g 2 e
PEER R, JLIEIRIE 50 R &, T Z XK J&
4R W AT i S 2 I B P BA S BOF SR I B i R R BB T T
JLH R S5 45 o3 B FLJR TR 85 D) BE U WL 5%, 45 6 AL TR0 IR Ao 2 2F 4
JZIR B AT S RERY R & 4550, e T B Hl. B AT,
AR I L B IR T LA S FG i IR T RE 90 I LA 2 BT O A £
SR B2 B8 — I I 22 O AL B TR R AR O 1Y 1E R
B P S B S 0 A B 1 L B IR R A G IR R AT 5T R L
e IR A 40092 K, B i TR0 L R

FIBMR AR B R AR 5 0 8
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