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Abstracts

Purpose : We reviewed 115 eyes of 65 patients
regarding the intraocular pressure (I0P) following
laser in situ keratomileusis (LASIK).

Patients and Methods : The ages averaged 31.2
+10.5(mean * standard deviation)years. The pre-
operative spherical equivalent averaged —6.85+2.54
(mean *standard deviation) D. A noncontact pneu-
matic tonometer and Goldmann applanation
tonometer were used in measuring the I0P.

Results : The I0P difference before and after
surgery was statistically significant (Mann-Whitney
U test). The IOP was significantly corrected with

the corrected diopter value, corneal thickness, and
corneal curvature(Spearman coefficient by rank).
Conclusion : The findings show that postoper-
ative IOP may be underestimated due to decreased
corneal thickness and curvature. Due attention has
to be paid to this feature in evaluating IOP after
LASIK. (J Jpn Ophthalmol Soc 105 : 771—775, 2001)

Key words : Laser in situ keratomileusis, Intraocu-
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/Tl 9 T BT R IEFM R I IR AN/ NI S
EVIE|ERLINTEY, BBETH EEYET
BEFMEMRECT OV TORN 2{T>T w5, 7z,
F& % ¥ minimally invasive radial keratotomy (LATF,
mini-RK) #£?%° excimer laser photorefractive keratec-
tomy (LAF, PRK)#¥ 0 BR8N 2 D v TR L
T&7z.
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1 Laser in situ keratomileusis (LASIK) fifgj{&»
ARE DTS,
it 3 i7>ﬁF'EJffxi_’a?Lif’ 32 IRDIREE % g U 7z

£Z %, TRTOPIER S B W CNEHE & b TH
BIETLTWwi (= 32, % % © p<0.01, Mann-Whit-
ney U E).

%, DGH500)1c X 0 #IE L, fAEh=RI3mEEZZ I
A —r v 7727 b A—%(CANON %%, RK-3) CHIE
L7,
Alﬁlo)fﬁ SITEHE & LT, LASIK fifitk D& 1 &k &
B % NCT COWREHEMES, ZnZ Wﬁﬁuﬂﬁr &
J:tf%? L 7z (Mann-Whitney U#R5E). £/, ThFh D
HER ST GT, NCT O3 CHIE BT Z T ER D
AR I %2 i % Hoigk U 72 (Mann-Whitney U &), £ 5
2, i3 »HORENCT) L BIEES, AEE, M
il 2R &2 & DR 2 MeEd U 72 (Spearman B AHBE 1R
5.
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LASIK #i#& 0 & HE RS2 81 2 NCT T O HREH
EfE %, THZIREIRE SR LI L 25, $XTO
R CHERTFARIICHERICE T L Tw iz (B 1, p<0.01,
Mann-Whitney U #&7E). %7z, GT & NCT & O &K
MCOIREREBDOHE 2{To7: £ 25, T XTOHE
Rl B W CliFERNICHET A e AEZE e o7 (&
1.

BEEREREETRECOWTRE LEESX 2 1@
R, BIEERSKE 2o EMNE EMBRIRER TR
%<, MEICIIIEOHEBENH -7 (K2, n=54, r,=
0.32, p<0.05, Spearman IERIFHRENREL).

Rz, itg 3 2 HORS CABENSHIERETH - 72
ERI TG L 7 S & S IRTE R TRD 7 T 7 %R
T, AREERDEOKRE WEER, 3 7% b BIHTER TRl
EDENPRKENEFZE, MBRIRELETL TS &
SIEOMHBEDRH -7 (K 3, n=28, rs=0.41, p<0.05).

RRICABEHRRA & CIREETRO 7 7 7 2R,
it Al =R 2% < D U 7 ERNE EMERIRESE T L
T3 WS IEDOHBENH -7 (B4, n=48, r.=0.4,
p <0.05).
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GT (mmHg)
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15.96+2.70 12.22+2.40 12.59£2.13 12.87%2.80
14.68+2.61 11.70+2.14 11.56%£1.73 11.86%1.76
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4al, $21& LASIK iiai o IR EE fE 0 22161 >
WTRET L7228, £9% 2 2 RE[ER, REHE A%
OFERTH B, —Mi9I2iz, GT ZEREO®HWIERER
IRFEHIENFRETH D, BRFEHOBE#ELEFZEZ o Tw»
%9, L UHBHEEFER, oFRcXTHEER
RO ELZRELZTIZL WELbLRLTIIVRE DD,
RENEETIE RV, ARETBIEFRZ2IT> Twuiswn
LEOREICEL Ty, MAEEOEWIC L 2 IREEN,
BB WVITEKRFTHEIZ DOWT, BEE TR cEO»HR
HEnTw3, Ehlers 573E O 20 mmHg OIRFEICE
WTABRED 0.45 mm OBE, REX 5.2 mmHg @/
SHI X 4L, ABIED 0.59 mm TH - 72385413 4. 7mmHg
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3 AEERLEREETE & NHEE.
ABEEORA & (um) LTk O mmHg & O IZ IEDHH
BAHS B - 7z (Spearman NEATAHBAMREL, n=28, r.=0.41,
p<0.05).

WAFHH SN2 & LT3, %7z, Wolfs &Y ffEd
DEHY 10 pm 84 2 % I IRFEFERIE X 0.19 mmHg |k
AT 2L T3, ABRMEOZGICHE S IREHEHED
ZICOWT b, Mark? i3 AEHHE2 1 DI % &
IREX 0.3 mmHg FHEFT2ELTw3, Lo T,
AR 2L S ¥ 2 FiM 2 (T L7256, Ry Lo
IREMEDSZALT 2 2 L 3BF I TIN5,

—77, BB ORERE 7% g U 7z ol O ¢
b, MAS191F NCT & GT TOMABE L AR IR
FEHIEE~NDOFE L2 EHEATHRE L, BELAREIZE N-
CTCTESHESND LHRELTED, FESY MAfH
BEWIZE NCT OIREFEAEIF GT & Hg L SiET,
HOIZEEETHL EHRELT0E, LrLlians, JF
B EFMHITIROEE % &, i ARESIRSZE
BL7HBEOHEAFFICEL T3 RENE L > Tn5,
# 213, Zadok 5213 NCT & GT T DR E #HE & D
ik % LASIK #0 B#% CTi#af L, NCT @ /4% LASI-
K #%OABEEDRA P AEOFHLICEES iz L »
LERELTHY, HEATIE, ERRE L EBLEMREZIR
TliE, NCTEGTDOELSMNL Y IEEMEREETRTNE
IMIZONVT, FH—DRENESNL TR, HRITE
WH, GTICX 2IREHEZFAE L T\W3 2, BYYE
BEPATE L T e 2 X Bl 2 8 7o WIRE OB A,
2\ I3 A TR AENT O E R LASIK fiiE #i1d NCT %
FAWTIREHE 217> Twa, 207k, SHEOBENC
BWT Y, FE—REHIC 2 DOFETHIE L IZIREE 2 It
L2, SR, ek b EE HEO-—
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WIERRET kP o7. 22T, SEOMETTIE, #l
ELIERI D% H > 7z NCT OfE% v, Lokt
2iTolz. bl A, Levy 53 PRK# O IREHIE
IZ 8B W, Tono-pen & GT & ® ¥k % 17>, Tono-
pen CTORERIE D 55 PRK £ 0 AR DB % 32
otz LTWBD, SEFEL 1L Tono-pen i X %
HIEIZITZ T, WAL Tlew,

R s/ NG 1 B 59 2 T I3 AR & A hi = oD 3k
D, FHES AESGERE L IEYI N T S, mini-
RK CIHAREIZIZEALE LW DD, MR
AL, ARSGEREEbASNS, T L AR
IF Y=V —Y -2 Lo TYIRT % PRK % LASIK T
X, ZhodXRTORFIEGTILeFE2zoN5,

JRITRBIEFM R OREMEICET 23E & L Ti%, Mar-
delli '3 PRK (i 7 F¥ &Mk E E#—3.7+£1.5D)
BORFEITEH 0.5+22. 1mmHg Ta3572 £ LT3,
%7z, Faucher &'i3 RK (fiTHi~ 45 MERmE £ —3.17
+1.42 D) OIRETREIZ ¥ 1.0£3.21 mmHg, PRK
(TR EMER TS —7.27+2.78 D) L OIRE TR
S 2.4+3.02mmHg THo72 LT3,

—75, Chatterjee 59045 Tlx, PRKAlTE]FHE
BRI E$—4.21+1.83 D) £ O IR X B IEE U LA
LTBY,

IREETE (mmHe) =1.640.4 X BIEEK
EwnSAEERLE.

Fournier &% LASIK (firai~FHy&&ffiEkai &£k —5. 60
+4.0D)ZEOIREIFFE1.942.9mmHg T23 9, E-
mara 5 ¥ LASIK # DR & AEFLEOME % L
7o e 22, AEFULE 7.8 um K S L ICHREIR 1 mmHg
ThoTwiz ik L Twns,

SEOHR DFER T, BEEHH—6.85+2.54D
DREFIEE(—2.5~—11.0D)1c B\ T, LASIK it D
IREAR T &1

IREETE (mmHg) =1.8+0.3XIBEREE - (1)
EWHATREND ZebroTz, THIEFBEROLFH
BOBERTHo72, Le>T, b LIKIC10.0D Ot
B/ EZT- 1256, IREMEMIZHN 5 mmHg KT 3
2k, Bz, ik LASIK M TR & 405 3
CHIREZHEIEL, 18 mmHg Th - 7284, EEI2IZ 23
mmHg OIRFEZREHEL Tnwb 2 ik 3, 72, LAS-
IKifTIRTH 5 2 & 2/ 57, fhft CIEFRERARE
DEZWBDOWT Y 12 mmHg F&E OIRFE 5 O TROBEZL
H2WIFRETRFEE LD b & L A IMRSEEE L8R
INTEE, AROIRFEIZ 17mmHg BETH Y, Fift
HkEED T, ERICIRETRERESRHAS N ENE
MY, D& 91z, LASIK it O IREE 2 8
BHICT B L, BEOBRTS 2R TR EHI N
5. %7z, LARTICEAZ 3 kE L 72 PRK # o IR HEFHAME
DOFERTIX, IREETEIX
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IRFEE T (mmHg) =0.74+0. 4 X B IEE
i RTERI N, PRK OFEFNIIBIEEL(—4.2+
1.9D) &, 41ElD LASIK % MifT U 72 ER] & 0 T HsiE
ETHs Ik, Fi2, PRK & LASIK offipzE 5 (P-
RK 1M bRz = fIpEte, M7 2 v 7I3/Fie 910 E
Bzrxy Vv —¥—%BET2)ICL5TC, ZOBRE
DERDENRASNIZH, WTFhofiRThh, LR
EREEIGHENHTE NS 2 EI2E WX,

%z 27T, LASIK IR & 3, EITEEFMREZEOEDR
FEMEARH 2 /ENRRD 5508, Baxns, SEEER
LR D E—ItoHZTH->T, LASIKEZEDEDIR
JEERBE T 2 2 LI RARETH S, "8 x6, GT I
£ 2 i OPIENE BARDBIERED? £ 5 DIIARHTH 2005
Thb., ARERSEX Y —RIENICHAL THE TR
¥, LDIEMRENEONS EHFEZONED, EEDEE
IRCIEAAETH B, L7zh> T, EOIRFEE TR
HRICOW TR ESBOBHBPLETH B, bkl Ld
SEIOEL OFRERTIE, WETREMEICHER L, MiEiRE
fEIZ NCT £ GT D2 DD AETHEREICEFL TWwi,
& 512, LASIK fii# O IR A AT ATAR AR 1 Ehi L A6
IEFERL, AR R, AR &I L <
B LW, Zhs DR S, LASIK #iik iz 3R
FEAS M NG S LT 2 ATREE R W EfaR T 5 Lt
TE 5,

JE TR TR, FRic LASIK A% # 3 EL A% W
B, RETHRIZBENRED risk factor D—2 Ewbh T
WBI0 LTS T, e OFEFIOHITIE, Rkt
W% F8E L, LASIK %O HRE O /NI X > Tl
S TBEEESLCONT L S ERENEZ 55,
Z0l», EHEOEELIREMIZESbhS Z kL,
TR AR LT S MR 7 E OFHI N EE TH 5 L H 2
55, LASIK fifTEE OREFMIIEERIC T NE &
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