e SIS IR B 24 7k 2015 4F 6 45 33 %5 6 1 Chin J Exp Ophthalmol, June 2015, Vol. 33 ,No. 6

AREAXFARAEREVENHRHER
FE osu IR WK
(SEE] o B o T AR A8 5 (05 e I 0 0 3 L 005 11 5, 9 T 2 R i 38 19 1 90

P AT 5 R TS P e, B 2 S A T 2 ] A G E PR b T A A A A R D R S B R TR S R S
B S5t 2 [ B 75 G MR (9 6 12\ B ik 2 B A iR e R S 7 O IR B A F A I R S VA AR R DG TR
HR TR A f e £ vp s A TR TR B8 0 TS o 30 ORI R T IR T S A2 ) ) 2 A5 D 2K AR S T ﬁ’flﬁﬁﬂ%?@)ﬂf}]wl)ﬂ
JeTAR A AR Z VDI Ot T AR A 42 RD O A IR St TR i TR T A0 4 % 2 )[R 28 AT 25 0

(X@ER] MPECTAR; RIS/ MEEEY I

Advances in intraocular pressure measurement after corneal refractive surgery Li Hua, Wang Yan. Tianjin
Key Laboratory of Ophthalmology and Vision Science, Tianjin Eye Institute, Tianjin Eye Hospital, Clinical College of
Ophthalmology , Tianjin Medical University , Tianjin 300020 , China
Corresponding author; Wang Yan ,Email :wangyan7143 @uip. sina. com

[ Abstract] After corneal refractive surgery, patients need to use glucocorticoids for a long time to control the
wound healing, However, it can cause elevated intraocular pressure, even glucocorticoid-induced glaucoma, therefore
properly evaluating patients ~ postoperative intraocular pressure (IOP) to avoid missing diagnosis of glucocorticoid-
induced glaucoma and timely find glaucoma patients after corneal refractive surgery has an important clinical
significance. The central corneal thickness ( CCT ), corneal curvature ( CC) , ablation depth, preoperative 10P and
corneal biomechanics are responsible for IOP changes after corneal refractive surgery. To obtain accurate I0P value
after corneal refractive surgery,this article reviewed the I0P measurements and their influential factors after surface,
lamellar and all-in-one femtosecond laser refractive surgery.
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FEEHRHT 7 )5 B IR AL, R AS BB A S e R IR T 2 25 R 4
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H Al IR E A A 7 A B A IR i R A R R U
FEAFA P . 3T M BB O AR J5 B E IR s 0 I 2, 32 22 FH LA
T IUF R R A 3 JE 4 fi =X BR R 31 (noncontact tonometer,
NCT) .Goldmann % 3 HR JE i} ( Goldmann applanation tonometer,
GAT) | Tonopen HR JE i} . iCare [H] #f = HR J% i} (iCare rebound
tonometer, iCare RBT) . 3 #& % J& HR JE 3+ ( dynamic contour
tonometry, DCT) | AR i )i 43 #7 {X ( ocular response analyzer, ORA)
K Pentacam MR JE# 1IFE &5,

NCT i Gralman Bt , AR F Ak v o 45 T AR
FARE(E AR 3.6 mm) F W75 He S (9 B [, 906 D 2 46 Sy R
JE o TS B e AN 5 A M Ak, TG R RR T, B A T AR R
1 R0 28 SRR, PRI E I R )32 4 1T 5 H NCT 3l 45 45 R 52 IR &
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T H e £y B L B ( central corneal thickness, CCT) 5% M #8c, 24 HR
JE/NF 8 mmHg(1 mmHg=0. 133 kPa) 5% & F 40 mmHg H , NCT
WA 25 B

GAT Jit I Ay i [ B 23 A 10 HR TR 00 45k 19 4 oS AR 40
Imbert-Fick &, 18 K — & A I8 i AT 75 40 Iy B9 BRI
GAT 7 K50 8 o 0 e 5, R 52 TR R S 0, {2 G )
32 CCT fem 7, FLI i 5 40 JS 4 ik, 5 51 5 S e

Tonopen M & — Fft 7 59 1 S 2 MR JE 1, 16 J50 3 g 1R I
THRUE A — B AR 1. 02 mm B Sk, I FE Sk 15 R0 Bk g e i
PRTIE o LR VTR fA BV F T 00 R Sk /9 R Iy 225K ) e
B A A fh, TE 0 A 70 () o S 9 T 4 78 LA A B JE . Tonopen MR
FE U R AR/ T A, 55 5, B S . Feltgen
25 VDA BR S LA B 2 0 ik B2k S0 SCHR IR, % B Tonopen HRJE
T 5 S AR TR oP 45 F B A G . Tonopen AR -4 {5 ) B 57
CCT ',

iCare RBT & — iz FI W% 4 [0 3 J50 340 5% 3 ) A 5 280 IR P
T, IR R 3 A 4R S 556 30 A b ok 0 A Sk A [ g
MRS IRIE o iCare RBT A7 4k vfi iy (3 17 JT 92 45
P o M BB 43 47, iCare RBT 5 3 I 455 ot 2 £ i 14
ASTE BE 3 ok T AR IR, [ P 40 BF 52 W)L R 52 CCT %
m A iCare BRE 5 A B AR W 0y 2 B8 L O B T
(corneal resistance factor, CRF) 5 1F AH 3" 6 4 4MiF5T 329,
iCare RBT GAT F1 DCT B 5 ) 8 (5 R — £, H 3 Ff R JE 312 IR
W 2 (LA S BRI AR 4 BF ST K W, iCare RBT i
BEEA B T A, OF L GAT W 5 13 A 6

DCT J2 iz F A 47 - BB A % 99 45 3 QIR R 3. DCT 4 —
AR R iR R R R 1005 mm, 53k P R ICE B RN
1.7 mm () OB R 76 8% o I Sk B8 015 A VS TR I, o R
T A% % I A5 9 A0 B 3 B R R K . Herndon' ' (i RfF5Y 2297,
DCT - {8 0 #5300 BLSEIRE , 3 R 52 CCT £ i il 3 ( corneal
curvature, CC) B %5 A1 5 45 P i 2 0. B A K ik
DCT 455 (%) 4 6 1 HE 47 T BFSE, Kniestedt % ° 4% DCT 15 NCT,
GAT 4 {4 HE 47 L, 45 4 R DCT 48 7% )% fie/h, DCT
T A L TR 4 R b A T T 2R 0 A 4 2
FEPE2E ST . DCT A ok 5 R 0k T AR Bk 72 87 .58 L%,
B BB, G BRE/NF 5 mmHg 5K F 40 mmHg B AS B v
T, FLE A B DG AR J 17 30 5 T 51 T A R

ORA J& 1 % [# Reichert 23 7] JF % B9 — Fl 25 % A I R 4% 3%
Wi %) 3 8 <1 43 fk BR300 50, JEL ) T — o 8 25 0 1) IS - 3o
U AT A 0 ) 2 A R R e A e o X T 3 2
VI, ORA MR 4 2 U JE F- 9 B 1] 45 £1 AH B2 19 16 97,2 3R
- HRETE A 57 ¥ {8 B O WT B A2 L Goldmann R JE
( Goldmann intraocular pressure, I0Pg) ;2 Y& i F- IR FE I & 2% {4
Oy 13 B J ik ( corneal hysteresis, CH) 3 # 4 CH X AR i i 47 4%
L T 968 /0 55 DR 26 F MR TS 19 5 00, B £ S b B2 R TR ( corneal-
compensated intraocular pressure, I0Pcc) ; CRF ] & 19 2 £ [ 57
TR 30 7 A T AR I L g B AR R, 4 R L g A 3
I3, KL% A B 1 e AR . Kirwan %5V BF5E % B, 10Pg 15 GAT

MR TR 045k {8 2% 5 TE 58 i1 2 % Lo Renier 251" 58 % W], 10Pce
5 DCT .GAT Wl & {6 2 B A G i B X, {L T0Pcc 5 DCT il &
(B4 AT HodE O L 10Pee 55 DCT 92506 5 CH M1, s 51 4%
WFFEIN N, T0Pg 5 GAT IR & I 32 {5 A i ; T0Pee 8 HEBR A K A
R, 25 R B SR IR

Pentacam & — F IR {7 5 40 7 #1312 W7 (L35 , & 7T LA A A
T i 29 T T 230 00 IR BT, A0 A A 5 R 0 At MR T 3 0
EHEATREIE T o A B TS 46 TR 3R % IR 0 5 Ty, 2 3 2 B 52
HIIR 1B B o Pentacam 73 3| £ 6 b JE 18] 1) 15 B )G, F Ho A IR £
T4 45 B i A Pentacam R 4 I s A% IE St i, A 3h A L
Ehlers .Shah . Dresden , Orssengo Fi1 Kohlhaas 5 it J5 3% A% R & 4% 1F
{f. Ehlers %' Shah % ' fil Dresden 3% ¥J#4 CCT 11925 fk
KA IE MR, T Orssengo 5 WUl [A] i % & ) B 52 2 A1 CC 2 Fl
S 15 2, Kohlhaas ¥ W00 ] i 2% 18 £ 505 3 CC I S MBS 3R HY
Fa e Ve (B & H AT 6 T Pentacam R JEAS IE RGBS A,
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FA BT D6 TR F2 253 S 3R 2 VTH AR FAR JZ YT A, Hi 4 2
HESy T ¥ 06 B 2 F ff BEBE 8 R (laser-assisted subepithelial
keratectomy , LASEK) & &2, J5 & LI HE 4> F IO M IERT#0 S 2 F
JEEE AR (sub-Bowman’s keratomileusis, SBK) | & #> i85 &l By i4) 7
A F I8 ff TR 5 A5 B 438 R (femtosecond laser assisted laser in situ
keratomileusis , FS-LASIK) 2y 3 ; 1t #h i A7 42 "6 A0 30 A B Ot
A, B Y618 75 55 B R (refractive lenticule extraction, ReLEx)
FA AR W 2 s 1 7 A TR) A B Ol TR O xR A 9 g
SRR IR 3 7 A R TR R i
3.1 AR JZ U)ol T RO IR s I R YR R

FZ2 UV HF R D 4 O M A B U )R ( photorefractive
keratectomy , PRK) \LASEK HUA A HE 70Tt b BT Ay i
R (epipolis laser in situ keratomileusis, Epi-LASIK) , & JZ 4] I
TR A b R R R TR 2 L R A R BT B U )
(EBEALE 130 pm LAY .

3.1.1 PRK PRK A9 J5 2 LA 1 BR A B b B O, % i
HI )2 MO R RS B2 #E AT HE Sy T UM, H R, & F PRK
ARG R E I B B WF R D . Levy 48P BF 5T 45 R R, PRK AR
JG GAT BRI 45k {4 B {2 {K T Tonopen Il & {& , Tonopen i 4t B
SR S5 AT AS A8 R B i B /b Sadigh 457 Fn
Aristeidou %mmﬁﬁ%ﬁfﬂ,PRK AJG GAT IRJEM EEH & T
Fe,Jf H5 CCT 4L {5 (ACCT) A WY % AR 5 o8 ; T F R Al /5
DCT W358 48, 22 7 TG it %% B L. B, PRK AR J5 4 ]
DCT I 4 MR JE , 25 2R 0 v

3.1.2 LASEK LASEK (Y J5 #UZ R IR B4 $ 20% ZBE4k AL
FANE bR JE , FIBUAR 7 s 4 A 55 p 28 R0 i 58 3 2 4 g T T
VB f BE AR (JEE 1% 0 50 ~ 70 pum ) , SR J5 I FH HE 43 30O % 1T 58 )
EHEEFZHATYIHE . HATSCT LASEK A J5 IR & I 5 19 8F 5%
B, LASEK F AR A1 F IR EAZ{H 5 ACCT K CC Bk H
(ACC) By 36 AR AT E o Qazi %™ BFFLIN Ny, MK ZE AL M 5
ACCT A7 W S A A o 15 BOAHR, Kirwan 26 % BLAR FE 25 (A
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5 ACCT ACC ¥y G B & AH G, B IA Ay 52 g BR e 300 5 11 56 g (R
RN M MEE TR V) H &, TR A AY =, W R
LASEK X §if #L 3 J2 3 A °T 386 A 40043 , 10 w0 30 0 )2 78 N IR 4% 2
LR PR B ek Liu 255 R A M A R IE W A

FSE Ay 2 o B B 52 WA EE AT e B — R #E (W CCT) # K.
Johannesson 25 B 5% % B, LASEK RJ53 4~ H .6 MHREY
FEARFIT A 2 R R, 36 H GAT Ml Rt {E 5 DCT Ml it {6 7 1A 2 AH 56
P LASEK AR J5 2 4F, DCT I & {f Ho A A T B 0. 9 mmHg, GAT
BB AR BT R ML 9 mmHg, Han 457 558 % 8, LASEK F R
Bif§ ACCT.,ACC 5 GAT 75 4k f ( AGAT) Fl NCT 75 1k {H
(ANCT) #H 3¢, i 55 DCT Z& k{6 (ADCT) Jo #H 56 P . Shemesh
4% b LASEK TR i J5 IR JE % #L ADCT 45 AGAT /v, [H it
DCT ¥ i& A LASEK A J5 iy HR H il & .

MZ RIZMIEY) IR G B 2 X 4k 50 7 48, CCT B
1% LCC 3820 UL B A B AR W) 0 W07 3 B0A% e 1 R s U 9
W NCT [ GAT 2 i SRR TR i B 52, HG b £ B A W g 2 08 %
MR PR B R M ek o ML B 45 2 R 9T s L CCT A 40 1 5%
AR PRI A A 2 sk BR BT AT AR A g AR A . Sl
S SR T L TR TR A 8 B 4R 5 1 A O 5 AR
ﬁﬂ%i%ﬁ%,llﬂzi%ﬁ%TuE%Eiﬂzﬁi%Eﬂt Al

A5 Ak o DCT I & R 527 £ B8 A 0 ) 2 14 52 i /0, T
ffﬁﬁ%i%%ﬁ]ﬁl Ji Y6 T ARG AT 2R F DCT 0 Y B JE F 4 0 i R
5%,
3.2 FBEAUZ VI EIE T AR IR A 52
3.2.1 LASIK  LASIK J& i FI 5 il 4 4 B 3h 08 ff AR 2 )
H/E— B Ry 110 ~ 130 pum (1 1 B3R , 98 J5 4 43 70k Xt ff Rt
%ﬁﬁﬂELﬁfD#}UJZ??IVTE&%%H%L&&UU?%)‘JEJKE%
PR IR P, S B R 6 IE B R Tz T R R — R R
KT LASIK AR J5 R R & 0 i 5 85 2, 32 2 R TG HIR & R 11
BREEE CCT CC U VR BE VAR I8 I £ R6 A W ) % JLAS O T ff
14 Hi o Schallhorn 27V T 9¢ NCT R JE I & i, LASIK 71:}2
NCT BR300 15 F B, ANCT 5 R Fif HR He AR | % 30 Bk i 44 42
i AH 5 5 Chihara %57 BF 5% % BL, GAT HR JE i 4 i} LASIK 7|<ﬁu
MR S 00 {8 5, DU AR J MR S ) g R I K, Lam 250
TR, LASIK A 5 iCare RBT 55 GAT HiJE ¥y F [, H H# iCare
RBT IR T KW ., 22 b8 5 AR A iCare RBT IR JE I 4 {4 & 1E
A, BTN B CH CRF & %1 iCare RBT IR JE I 4 1Y
FHHEE LASIK R 5 CCT,CH,CRF Kig T [, 5 3k iCare
RBT B JE B . [ A%, T A8 % 4F % . CCT . CC . ) il iR B2 4 R 5
GAT HR FE5% i U] 55 /N7 Svedberg 25 F 45 % #1, LASIK A&
J& GAT R R & {E ) T B, tAh CCT.CC AL X% R G GAT
WL 9 5 A7 — 5 B9 5% W . Hamed-Azzam 25" BF 5544 O, PRK
K LASIK R J5 GAT NCT ,Tonopen XL HR J& Il 4 i ¥ [ A% , 2 o
Tonopen XL IR I 4t B T K fie /b s L 41, ACCT 5 3 F R 3
13110 ATOP B4 LR MEAR DG, b ACCT 5 AGAT A5G 1 d5c i
ACCT 5 Tonopen XL 7§ fk fi ( ATonopen XL) #H 3% 1 %% /1.
Pepose 25?1 [if Fl GAT .DCT ,ORA 1 & LASIK F A 77 5 IR & %
B, ADCT . I0Pcc 75 4k {8 ( AIOPcc ) £ /N, Aristeidou 21 I

Shemesh 25 B 5% % B, FS-LASIK | LASIK A J& GAT [} /£l &
W) . F i DCT HR R 4 {5 K 32 52 00 . Shousha 25 i
GAT ,ORA | Pentacam #% IF iR & ( Ehlers 7% ) il & LASIK, Epi-
LASIK TR Hif5 A9 IR KRBT 3 Fhor 8 AR5 IR EH U] BT
[, H ORA J% Pentacam #1E ( Ehlers 3 ) JU & {E Lk GAT i #i
iy, Bt LASIK R J5 BR F 9 & 7 B DCT ., ORA | Tonopen J%
Pentacam £ 1E ( Ehlers 7% ) B H AT £k
3.2.2 SBK SBK J&—7ff ¢ LASIK, 1 F 88 v A I ARk )2 T
YEAJEEBE 2 90 ~ 100 wm 1) T Jk 5T #1650 , 490 F A B 3 1oz
W FHOCHEAT VI HI . SBK (9 £ U2 1R B 0 2 09 ff IO 1 5k
FUORML, ARG M BELSHsE st 4%, LE W 2 TR mkaoe . B,
aé? SBK A J5 IR JEAS AL T 50 o AL 8 46 BF 58 A 1A 4

JEGT ARG AW 12 R P 0 A8 4, A Dl SBK X IR F | A i
i%ﬁ%%ﬂ:ﬂ W K T LASEK, 4f gt 4 0l SBK F R i J5
NCT GAT HR s I 4% 728 A (8 4 A IR SR JZ VT H] T AR
3.2.3 FS-LASIK FS-LASIK | I & R: 306 il 7 f B8 e , 75
HEor WO AT MR B BT T Hl . BF 58 & 8L, FS-LASIK &
U 9 A 7 2 R DR T R T R 0 A
Shin 25" fif 5¢ % B, 10Pcc 45 4k i ( AIOPce ) il T0Pg 7% L i
(AIOPg) 5 AR [T 45 Bk 8% ¥ \CH CRF ¥ 2 W] W A1 3¢ ; AGAT 5
SESUERGE R A N L Y U ARG, A, FS-LASIK R )5,
ORA Lt GAT fg4@ i or 4 H A IR il 2 A=W 1 = S 85 B .
3.2.4 ReLEx  ReLEx #] 4} 3% & B i % & & B B A&
(femtosecond laser lenticule extraction, FLEx) 1 & B>t /N 11
% 4% B H R ( femtosecond small incision lenticule extraction,
SMILE) , FLEx {24 ReLEx M #] & AR X, KR & % I+ £ B,
PLSERE B i 55, SMILE J& FLEx (9 FF 2008 20, 3L J 34 0 25 3R K
5 FLEx #[F] ,{H & SMILE JG i i 75 ff 5 , 1 A2 78 3k B i 5%
NGHIVE—IK A 3 ~4 mm 1y J8 90 10, 7 ) 3088 8 33 B IR
o /N A5 A T I o S 1 AR 3 e KRR B AR A, U
AT R T A B, B BRI T R S AR Y
Rk . Agea % Ho g SMILE 55 FS-LASIK AR J5 4 ) /1% %
¥ CH Fl CRF 45 5 B 22 RG24 8 L. Wu %7 5
5% SMILE &5 FS-LASIK R G4 ¥ H12: % 8, K J5 1 J&§ CH CRF
YW T B, SMILE R J5 3 4~J1 .6 4~ J] CH.CRF ¥ ] i &
F FS-LASIK RJ5 . 45 FS-LASIK #{ kb ,SMILE AR J5 4= ¥ J1 2
FaE It HAEY 12 AR BN, R A DU SMILE R J5 MR & 228 1k
BN o 1T 10Pee \[DCT A2 A W) J1 2 1y 2w, (5 1t ReLEx R J5
HR /) DU £ 137 Ff ORA \DCT 1, 58 AL W] FE 1

g5 PR, M BUR Y6 A S NCT . GAT iCare [0 1 39 B B
TR, BH{H 2 CCT . CC U) MR B AR IR e &% A= 4 7 % 5 A
FH M, Tonopen 5 Pentacam 52 ffj I3 J5 B 52 Wil A7 % 8 /0N, 1
DCT ORA U 37 ff1 55 4 1 0 52 W, %o F 1 58 et S8 R J5 R 1 DU 4t
WEMTE S, BAT, CEEORC T T A R R F AR,
ER—F 2B AR, KRG MRS AW % e kARG
HI He 1) o B 0 2 473 75 10 — 25 W 9 AT o A 0 A S O T
AJG IR 2 H T 0 AR AR, TR ACBE S A R O TR
S R Hs 1 8 0 e A HG 52 i A1 2R L TS 19 s R oy P (o
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