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MREHE: BEFRHIT63.5211.1(FHELEHE
R, n=14) &, B IR mean deviation (Humphrey 30-2
TOTZ L) LUMARER, &4 —18.61+6.7(FH
EEZEHERZE)dB, 20. 74,1 (FHE+EERFE, n=17)
mmHg Td - 7.

& RIWMERHSmmHg RBOERKIBRES LUMRAH
BTZFRAERE MR 2/5 LTORESETE
w18 7 B % T)FHREL, 11~13 mmHg O % #
BLTWE M ERIFEABLUTO®RET, »O2RBO
& T15mmHgEl F# R 2HEE (L1840 B T70.6X+11.1
(FHE L AR ZE) % (Kaplan-Meier ;&) Td - 1-.
(HER£5E 104 : 154—159, 2000)
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Abstract

Purpose : To study the surgical outcome of sinu-
sotomy with intra- operative mitomycin C adminis-
tration (0.04%, 3 minutes) in a total of 17 selected
glaucoma eyes from 14 patients with advanced glau-
comatous damage. Selection criteria were (1) an eye
with visual field defect threatening the central fixa-
tion, while the central visual acuity of the contralat-
eral eye was already impaired ; and/or @) an apha-
kic or pseudophakic eye with advanced glaucoma-
tous damage in a patient of advanced age.

Materials and Methods : Patients’ age, preopera-
tive mean deviation (Humphrey 30-2 program) and
intraocular pressure (IOP) averaged 63.5 % 11.1
(mean=tstandard deviation) years, —18.6 6.7 (mean
+standard deviation) dB, and 20.7+4.1 (mean=stand-
ard deviation) mmHg, respectively.

Results : No postoperative hypotony (<5 mmHg)
or deterioration of visual acuity equal to or more
than 2 lines of Ishihara Visual Acuity Chart were
encountered and the mean postoperative IOP ranged
between 11 and 13 mmHg up to 18 months postopera-
tively with less medication than preoperatively. The
success was defined as IOP=15 mmHg without oral
carbonic anhydrase inhibitors and with less medica-
tion than preoperatively. The life - table method
analysis according to the above criteria yielded a
success probability of 70.6+11.1 (mean*standard de-
viation) % (standard error) at 18 months postopera-
tively. (J Jpn Ophthalmol Soc 104 : 154—159, 2000)
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glaucoma
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&4l (trabeculectomy) THh b EEZZ 6N, w4 b4 ¥
¥ CIMMC) % & OACHHE BUl 0 I C BAT 70 M 3 e 5
AEOERTVABICIRE* TE LI KL ED
ZEATE E LT EITIE, 10 mmHg £ A O IR
& ek X ) A witibE TR T & 2 MMC PfH tra-
beculectomy 2SS & b EEZ LS. L L, #1T
BB TR Z AT o 2B O R b B2 E&UFAEE LT, MK
FRLH D OEEHH LT, ZOREFITE T kw
PLRLTOTIEE L ZHAZME L7z Costa 512K
g, 24112 0.8% T 0, RIS BT D e &
LTHE SN TWA.

EILBRAER BEVERBOZ XL, 20,
MMC - trabeculectomy (i #& IR IE % & 0F 3 2 2236
WhE I8 RS BERE OFFAELE, UIE LIZIRALE 1T
IZatt 5 FMEG R OS5 bE I ERLE L -TWELLEHE
T (P

Schlemm & O/ EEER O A % E) 24 % Krasnov ™2 &
%sinusotomy ¥ 7213, F @4 & L TZimmerman 5 ™'
A% & L 77 nonpenetrating trabeculectomy (&, #fr H IR
NIEOETE & O G IHED D I ViR 2 M TH
B EE L, ZOREMEENAT LRI LD LIELE
BLdholzifTdh s, Lo L, MMC fiFHIC £ B HRE
SR BT ZEE LS, 0kl ET
b OhBH S ) AE MMC 2R L7z, 1L 622
& % sinusotomy, ¥ 72 &, A 512 & 5 nonpenetrat-
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ing trabeculectomy F7ir o Bl HC R £ fk M BE (2 45 0 2 BT
RRVPEAHTHIBRAENDL LI IR 7. L L,si
nusotomy % tH B BT E], Ao, WM TR G IFE
RO RO H IR - T, £ OHRE RS, &0F
HE & BT L 2t i shTuniw,

A IR EAEBREICHESTE D, 2o, il O
HHBEIZ b TV AH, 722 BEC AT 2 20
T 5 B T, trabeculectomy 4 0D 7 1 IR #6 5 50 4k 72
Eo, BA GFE AT M & Az iz MMC BfH sinusot-
omy 4T\, ZORWERE L72OT, ZZICHET 5.

M X% & hE

FEE L, B R RS Ak EE 14 B 17 IRTH D, TR0 4
Hn1338~78(63. 5+ 11. 1, I fili = FRHER5) i Td - 7.
Humphrey (/v > 7 ) —) HE#l# 5 30-2 70 7 7 412
¥ % mean deviation (MD) @ ¥l 45 X OVRLHE {213
—18.6+6.7 dB, Al fic LG IEHL )12 0.02~1.0 TH -
2.9 5 9H 9 IRTIE, IR D h.LHUDIZELIZ R bR TE
D, 72,26 3 BUTEAS KR, 8 #1 9 HIXHRM L > XHf
ARTH o 72 JEF O FMITE 1 ISR ARSI
L 723850 122w T, % 38 48 £ (medication score, # 2)
& LTl L7z,

MMC i J sinusotomy @ FMiid, @ i 5 3k 5K O 5
FR, @ 0.04% MMC ## 0.5ml 128 L 7= F#i H A
S Ko 0 o (S el AT 2k - A e 2 5
&, P AT K 200 ml T4 Pk, (D K8 iR B 7 % b
4.5 mm, #i£ 3.5 mm TR, @ MR %2 # 4 mm,
2.5mm T Schlemm #48EZ & UJBE, 1 55 K Ol A4S

#%£ 1 Sinusotomy MiTHIOFFH
paENo | e | G MDA | i | mn | WsEn | R fi %

1 ! 73 — I 2 20 3.8 0.8 0.8 1.5 Pseudophakia
2 5 61 -15.8 23 6.3 1.0 0.9 1.5 Pseudophakia, flllE O BEE AT
3% L'y 75 -4.8 19 3.2 0.9 0.8 1.2 Pseudophakia
4% g 75 -14.3 18 3.4 0.6 0.5 0.6 Pseudophakia
5 B 52 -12.9 36 Tl 1.0 1.0 1.0 Aphakia, R bG8 RS
6 'S 70 -6.9 17 4.4 0.9 0.8 0.8 Pseudophakia, flifift i OBLI R4
7 i@ 78 —27.8 21 7.5 0.4 0.3 0.2 Pseudophakia, AR F LI B A
8 i 77 -28 25 5.8 0.2 0.2 0.2 Pseudophakia, fBRR Lo ) BEE AT
9 w 63 =178 24 4.8 1.0 1.0 1.0 Pseudophakia

10% " 7 —-10.5 17 3.0 0.02 0. 06 0.05 Aphakia

11% % 75 =25 15 3.0 0.9 1.0 0.9 Aphakia, IR CAR TR A

12% " 38 -20.0 16 6.3 0.04 0. 04 0.02

13# : 38 —25.3 19 4.4 0.9 1.0 1.2 bR F Lo 0 0 T S AT

14 2| 51 —15.0 29 5.0 0.9 0.8 1.5

5 B 55 —27.5 22 B0 0.7 0.7 0.9 AR OB B A

16 b 55 =315 8.0 0.4 (i Jof 0.3 MR O ) B E A

17 'S 68 =21..0 16 6.0 0.9 1.0 1.0 Pseudophakia

S 63.5 | —18.6 20.7 5.2 0.9% 0.8% 0.9%
SD 111 6.7 4.1 1.4
MD : mean deviation, SD : standard deviation. * : %3 fEE (F2) TR L. VIR HEAEIH. FlE-BEOALGRGRE L

IR L7z). 8 o hRifE
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#F 2 $HBEIEH (medication score)
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ANTFAO—I(1%) HFFa—i(2%)
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1" RN 1 Wik R M f-ﬁfsszea‘a i % A
1 Sinusotomy B OEBREDZEAE. E 2 Sinusotomy BI#® medication score DZEA1E.
I R S < e

T EER SN LA, FIPIRE 2 R H M L, B K28
MR CRAINL TL 2D % k%, 6 KEmiix

BURIZPAZ S, REA L, S 512,® 10-0 + 4 0 ¥ ALEHTH
B 2 RE L 7z, e BT, sinusotomy DB A T X

BRFIEL 227 VT ¥ L —H— T gonioplasty

BT SO BT Lo TERLEZ LR

HIEBIZIE Nd: YAG L — H — T Schlemm 5 A BE 2 &

Lo HERE T SRR IL R fT - 72, 2 B, MMC AR ¥ Y 1 &k

B sAT Ic R E L 2o, TE AT ERE~D
MMC O e L THHMIZ L 52",

mr & %

B 12 Aplc B 2o RIE 02 L, B X 0K 2
2 A7 Hif % @ medication score & 2% 977 £ K IR (5
mmHg A & 2 L7203 4 b o KB 11~12
mmHg (2 7= T w72, £ 72, medication score H 1 2»
H#E AT 1~2 BTHER LT/ R i 5 i,
O s M ) i 45 0 D B L2 U 2 A o 7 Rl 62% D)
TNd:YAG L —H—|Z & % Schlemm & N % % & T
M TP EILE T o 7. S HIC IRE2 ¥ FE— L O
H:HE % | medication score A3 T2 & [ % £ 7213 ZF 1l
T, o PR & 37, i IRE A Bst b ic B

T15mmHg LLTF & L, Z 4% ik LT 2l
Ehho2BlE, ZORPOME LTI E L THEMmE

ffE#T (Kaplan-Meier i5) 217 o 7z 5 B & L Tid, 1462
BV B EEEIE 70, 6% (FEHERE 11.1%) 2R L, K
AN IR BER 10 fCHTEOIRE > T D Z ka8
e SNz B, MitkiZ 5mmHg R OMILE %2 & L
ToREBE A <, 70, Mt N AR SUIME T 2 R A 72
%ﬁéﬁﬂ. B LU LA g % 8 L C, £ BEUEEERL ) 3
X BWNBAET, HIEB A2 BERE UL LT L 2 AE
i i AW
fRFIER % LA FI2%T 5.
g 075, Otk BRICRENBEE S EE DS .
WETEIE © #9 20 4F i (1978 1) 12 B R4 e Tl F1
Rt o A4 4 2 i d T S e
HUIE © A IRNERS 97 % ik & LT 8 SR SEIRA %
T L, A, R L LT S LT A AE, iR AL
TR DM TAD D, YRR ZBE o 1.
MEE R R BLIE A IR 0. 02(FF IEA<fE), AR 0.2
(0.9X+2.5D Zcyl+1.5 DAx 170°) TH - 7-.
H&Iﬂi BBRELLT2%ANVFA O —N(I 4T
O 1H2B,ARELLTTEZYFI FFAT
v 7 A%)250mehE® 1 0 2 W35 F <, HIR17mmHg,
2R 15 mmHg Th o 7= > 7)) — Hi#EEF30-2 7
072 AT, 4R MD—10.5dB, A IR MD—25.0dB T
o7z 9, AIRIZH LT MMC BFJ sinusotomy % fifi
TL, ZOHDOMIRIEHD 8~12mmHg 2R L, BifTH
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3 Sinusotomy FEITHIDAHE.

AETERERE B E (n=17), EFOBRICOVTIRE
XEH.

I L EMER L LT, 8 lBICARIC MMC #f M sinu-
sotomy % fifT L 7z, AR sinusotomy @ 3 3 12, Nd :
YAG b —+F—T® Schlemm & N BE & & T fiME A7 50
DELLEAT o 72, AT R METT Th 5. B, T T FE
MRS X OCHREIZER 3 IRE AR 6~12
mmHg, /2R 5~9mmHg 28 L Tw 5. AREIE#RD
TAEE R, B 0.9 AR L, BUIFICH HEE B,
IV # iz

¥ 4E @, MMC fif B trabeculectomy @ I £ 20 mmHg
PIF#="@a > ba— Vs, R 51 TH 90% Hi
R, G T 4% 60% (F 20 mmHg PLTF)V0 &
ENTHBD, B TIEARMN B3 2 BT &
ToTwWh,

MMC i ] trabeculectomy (2381} 5 G PHE & LT,
S WICHR I A4 5~30%, IR # BEHE HSHY 1~1.5% &
W% { S E R s E, HIEFREROM W BH
2% v E 2R Twb, MMC i/ trabeculectomy (2R 5
T, R B AE ST B0 % 88 Tl O b T 4 A OHE
ELT, P OHEFREAET S B 2%, Costa HIZ LR
¥, trabeculectomy 508 iR 4 Il (0.8%) (2o
AT O, A B AR, e, [T A 2 R
(macular splitting) AAFICAEICHET L & ShTw
L. E7, BEAGESIHEO TR DS EICEHETE
7, late bleb infection 2%\ Z & 7 AT E K
nTwa,

MR H) T ICREE TR L2 HIEL
T, MMC i /] trabeculectomy % i 7 7 12 38 Ies 5~ % 35
&, 2 O MMC fit F trabeculectomy # O ALHIRE 254
Z LA & % A Hara 5 *13 MMC i B trabeculec-
tomy ®EMRE T > Fo— v Ic BT 2 BN E G
L, i S o IRE 2RI AU WIE 2, 3 b b il
B O E DR W AR T &, BIZH A 0 IEE T
(15mmHg) B\FOMRIE T > b — A% 6105956
W kR LA BT LR EEIR <, Lid LIEEEL

HEAT L 7=k PR I2 3511 2 MMC BRI sinusotomy = Hr R 157

FAEAD D, 2 R AERTT, MR o LBl ATRE LS 1828
LTWwaZELFMiTiEAw, 2O L) R T, BRAFIR
BT SO OO DI, IRERE I
DTELLTE R B 20D, W7 ORI (243 128
FznEng P LS. LR, #itRO BRI
HRHEC b AR DB PR A D 2 s O b 5 113K
R HRAE T EE A G L3 <, NS 6 4 ZRIR)E
FHL LW ERFERIELALTREE BV wo Iz A
RAS I F B DRI 72 B &, KD D 2T,
B OB A, RN AREOT Yy bo— L F
TLARIZA D S dadv, MMC B trabeculectomy T
i, ST A tight I2REA L, i@ GV x AT S o T la-
ser suturelysis # 17 9 %%, 2 @ laser suturelysis #% @ [Il}
FE % il %4 O ) TR T 2 2 & IZWET, laser
suturelysis % — R E TS 7 LT U ISR 5.

FIT,—204EE LT#Z b NI 5 OH sinusoto-
my ") % #21% sinusotomy & AEMIZH L TH 5 Zi-
mmerman 5 ', F 72 12ilES 5 *12 X D nonpenetrating
WMFHTHD.

A, I T BERIHEIZ2 v Tid, MMCBEH trabec -
ulectomy (2955 & LT, Ml % & LliiisEs H 5
BEBEMAEL T2 5,Nd: YAG L —F — (2 X % Sch-
lemm & PBE 2 & S AEAT T BB AL 2 B ¥ & AR
X o T, BB I T [ o i Bk [ s & et e o0 Il 15 %
M. XL EHUFETHD, T b, #idh sz
BT 2 2 &A% {, o, i OARIRE & 388 25815
Llbdvl v ko,

W E R L EMEEWI TS, T Y5 LI, MMC ff
i sinusotomy, MMC #f ] trabeculectomy # #R L, &
DT HFelh % AAUE X0 I & WO LEAT HE T
HAHD. L AR OB SR IZREE S 4, B0, B
fFOHROHREF S B ST L RBIBIZ Costa & ™ Dt
HiZdh D L5112, hOHBFHEO RSN TRV &
Z 85 LT MMC fif ] trabeculectomy % 17 9 @ & FZ 15
Fd L ES Th < mHAMEL 2 L e X LR v,
T, RGO HWEIWROLETIE% , D520
724 6C BT A MMC B sinusotomy @ & Je#f 15 T &H
5, 22T, —20OM_8E LTAREL MMC #fH trabec-
ulectomy OMFELFHEOIRE % 3 2 726, F 4 12122
I 1 12 MMC fif H trabeculectomy % 1T = 72, E i B X
U O A5 OIEF] 2 (ZITHEL L 2-F o, ifiE#o
BEBICHDZL FOARZ F 4 TICHRH L THR.
SiE B 16 B 19 IR, T-4i7 1K O 4F i 13 48~80(65. 7+6. 13,
I = R 2 i, E A KAERIRT, 7)) —H
B 302 707 5 41285175 MD 13—21.74+6.7
dB, B IEH 12 0.1~1.0 Th - 7= iy % 2 A O R IE
ZALZRK AR L.l E DITERIEEIZAEEIZIKTL
T W 72 (paired t-test, p<0.01). MMC fif H trabecule-
ctomy #ED AR (3, laser suturelysis 12X ) 1~3 H
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4 Trabeculectomy FEITHIDATEIHTH 2 EME DRE
DZEAE.
SR A {2

H2A 4 T 7~8 mmHg % TR 4 1L F L, Z 0 fl
H&iE MMC i sinusotomy @ [FFelllo#d X H K
&0 4% & - 7= (unpaired t-test, p=>0.1). — 75, I HRIE
DR 71T sinusotomy IZHERTRE L ERIZ L B
BEDIESDEHNRKEWE L HBTH L. FZEE, #ifk 1
W LA — T3 5 mmHg R OMKIRIE & 72 - 72
R IE 47% 12 (%*=9.20301, p=0.00242), ¥ 7=, —KFAYIZ 2
BB E OB T 2 % L 72BRIE 16% IAE7E L (' = 4.
02632, p=0.04480), Z #L1Z, 4 [nl @& MMC ff H sinusot-
omy MEFTFITHWIND 0% TH o zOIZH<FIHEIZ A%
A7z (y*-test, p<0.05).

MMC Pf H sinusotomy @ EMRE2 > Po—L o R
BIZ2W T, SHROBH 2FF-RER 52w, K4 Off
Az BT A MMC PE trabeculectomy #1% Tl, IRFE 2
¥ hu = v BAfE o IRE E# 10~11 mmHg T
D, — 4,4 Al @ MMC §f B sinusotomy @ #% = & L T
&, Wt s A I L O 12,9 mmHg &, #) 2 mmHg
EOTHDH. L L, EaRBT OFR, Z0 X9 1T
Fllc BV THRRICHEE 2 2 F0HED 2 { BUR L3135
RTEBILMERG LT 1801 T, 870% Tdh - 7-.

fisfi o> AR B A3 e e L, o b AT L - Bl 2 Lo
HOE, BEOVERPIE L I TOHIKT 2k
S AR WIER] B X UM T P o0 R M 12 X S G EE
FEHEDIEF A fEIR S B HEF 2 1E, MMC ff H sinusot-
omy kAT L Wili & &z 5hr-.
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