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Abstract

We retrospectively investigated the long-term
effects of isopropyl unoprostone monotherapy on
intraocular pressure and visual field for normal-
tension glaucoma and primary open-angle glaucoma
patients. Among 80 eyes of 49 subjects receiving
isopropyl unoprostone monotherapy for 2 years or
more, 32 eyes of 32 subjects were analyzed because of
the good reliability of their visual acuity and visual
field (age, 68.1110.1 yrs, follow-up period 47.8*+
14.7 months). The mean values of intraocular pres-
sure and visual field indices were compared with
baseline data before medication. The visual field
changes were also analyzed using the Kaplan-Meier
life-table method. The mean intraocular pressure
decreased for 4 years from 14.7+4.3 mmHg (mean
+SD) at baseline, to 12.7+4.4 mmHg at 4 years.

The global index of visual field(mean defect, loss
variance) did not change significantly during the
4 years. The accumulative probability of survival
was 80.71£8.0% after 4 years when the endpoint
was defined as 3 dB progression in mean defect.
Isopropyl unoprostone might have the possibility
of stabilizing the visual field for a long period of
time.
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NEIGE X, REFEEOMETEEILD 5 W0ITEBIE S
¥HZEREHMEL, REEZTRESE2 I EPHEEFESE
BRIER YD AE—ZET U ADH L FETH Y,
TR D IREEEHR % 5l 3 % 1 1R O BB B L 030k
BETHY, L CHEREOIREZTHNT 2 12 X HEMR S
TORMABESLE L S,

1994 FEWCHATRYIO T O Xy 75 > R E#E L
LTHARTHEESNIA Y FuELvy ) 7ax s g,
FEFE M2 1E, uveoscleral outflow ZEEIE ¥ 5 & X
Y, B O R FEFR RS ARk N RE & R IRERE e LT
VA VBT EO -V EFRFEORETRIIEN D 5 &
EFEIVINT WD, F7z, KFNL, AR PLEE MR %
BT, EBRPICZ Y N2 ) > 112 & 2 AEIERE
Foe U CRIIERBEFIHIZIR 2 5 5 LGS Tw
%, B TlE, ARPRBBE S0 RS 7570V THD
7a A bt &R, conventional outflow DIV,
WUIMBBR LR % O35 U AR IRERNC/ER L1071, 132
DTURY T Z Y e 3R 2EAEFE»HE I T
BY, WHETREEE U TR S A, RE TR L
XA DO HHERE L MIRHEE L WO BlL» o BHRHiiS T
w5,

—F, IEEIRERENRE & B2 o I B RS AR
X, FEDOIREMIZ L VLT THY, REME%
BRI FAUCER LB 5, WHEE2EELEEME
L CIAEOEFFABBE AN L THbh s 2 e083bH
D, FhmEZSHT 2IREME LI HAR L TIdRL
3 oMBELESET ZERID RV,

SE, £H 51X, REORFEFBIRARKAR IS L
T, RS> S A4 Y Favy / FaR b v Bl
5.z & % Heigr R (5 4 4£1) ORE B L O BRI
WKOWTVY b RARZ T 4 TR LT D THRE T 5.
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LRHETIAY Z7ur Ly ) 7Fa X b v EEREA TR
B Fm S NWIGER T, BE5HE» 24 0 AL E, HE
A% 3 | LA LHETT & 4, HINREF LA o YR FAiT
CEEEMBEER IR & L) 2EfTS N T wn
A9 FEFIBO R & L7z R 1), IAF DA AR RO &
#ix, DIEEEMEEARTHZ L, Q) FNEMESRH
BAEE & 2T 2 RNEEREZ N H 5
&, QHFEELRLEL/ANELNOREESEE
EEERD NI L L LT, EFREFAEOEEL,
LRloER A, MHERS & oRaEFcfllE Lz 3
NTOREMA 21 mmHg LA FTH B 2 L & Lz, AL
REER AR T3, IRED 25 mmHg LIT OJAFE OB
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49 1] 80 AR % 4R

R 2 WROBREE(2)

« HEFHIEE (Octopus 1-2-3™, G1X, dynamic strategy)
Mean Defect fi>2 dB #»> Loss Variance > 6 dB?

c HEFHIER 6~12 »HIc 1|

- HERHIE T Reliability Factor #% 20% AT

< FBIERIIN 0.5 DAL

cHRa 74T AR

cTERICOE TIRZNR E L, SNRIROERIC IZH]EH
B S SR C Mean Defect fETEWIE S 23R

32 ) 32 HR %3241

P ARRNEEZ IS L T, 280 RSEETEEN L
WA Y Fary ) Fax bR TERE L, BAG
WrIKSEE LT, 3512, 49180 HRD S 5,
WA 2 Octopus 1-2-3™THifT I h, ME 1/ 5
A1F G1X, dynamic strategy 2R L, HIE& L
05 30 ETH BHEHIT, Mean Defect fE#S2dB %
# 2z, » D Loss Variance fE2% 6 dB*% ## 2 % FEHI &
L, BEAGIIERA LTz, S5, HEFHEE %L &
b 6~12 » A2 1 EIEAT S h, HIE 5 R O reliability
factor » 20% LAUF DML BIF 2 ERFI T, 5BIERT
250.5 AL, fMERa > 7T A7 v A0 REFRfER] % R
EL, VEFEOE 1IRZFITERE Lz, XRIRDE
PFUC Z W] I B A RS 5 ¢ Mean Defect fEASHE W 1F 5
IR LT (3R 2).

fEAT R E o7 DIF 326132 R T, B2 99
AR, ZeMEd 23 ) 23 AR, FEXIMFE#RIE 68.1+10.1 7% (XY
R, BRI 47.8+414.724~77) > A
CryE ERREZE), FHREITETEMmMkEmER T
0.69+3.51 D CPfE ¥Rz TH o7z, 4V 7mr
Vv 7a X s RS OIREMIE 14.7+4.3(6~25)
mmHg CEEE =¥ R), #5810 Mean Defect f#
% 6.843.3 dB CFE L HE#EfF7=), Loss Variance
1% 43.4+29.2 dB? (CEHfE £ %R ), Loss Variance
OISt E X 6.2+2.2 dB CF¥HE - FHERZE), Th-
7z.

RHEL, #5805 6 » HEOIREE % fSaERIR OIR
E1{H & thifg L, Wilcoxon signed-ranks test THiE L
7o, F7z, AR OIRE(E % I0Ppre (mmHg), #5
% DR fE % I0Ppost (mmHg), _Ei#EHIKEE % 8
mmHg & U T, 1FEEOIRE TEEIE & outflow pres-
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(mmHg) (dB)
14.740.8 M0
159 §129%07 qp7407 133%08  130+08 s
R n 6.8+0.6 57+0.8
* *k  x O T D 7.140.9
10 13307 103408  qpi407 127409 £
iE ©
E 1% (h=32) (n=32) (n=32) (h=21) (h=17)
=]
o 1 1 1 1 1
51 B5H 12 24 36 ( 4% )
7’);
(n=32)(n=32) (v=32)(n=32) (n=32) (1=30) (v=25) (n=23) (n=22) el
L L L 1 L L L L L 2 Mean Defect {ED#ZE.

%581 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48
BRI (»R)

1 RERZE.
Wilcoxon signed-ranks test
%1 p<0.05, *3%:p<0.01, VAR
BERTOIREM 14.720.8 mmHg 25 L, #5%0 5
6 » HEOIREM L, #5% 12»HE2ERWT 48 »H
MEBECTEL W, 5% 1220BHTCIIEREEIX
20 b OOIRTE IR TRERITH - 72,

sure O | BEZ(40P%) % 40P = (I0Ppre—I10Ppost) /
(I0Ppre—38) X100 D1 5K D72,

HEF 1L, Mean Defect { & Loss Variance OF 5 1R
BV TZENTNIEEIFOM L 58 1 FEOfE
% —ILRLE BT THRIE L 7z, fEEREE 5 % K % #
FHFNICEEZD Y LHE L. i, HEHMFI
Mean Defect 78, EGERIOE L Y 3dB UL EE(EL
7-f % end point & L7z Kaplan-Meier 12 & % B /4
FRP2EM U7, FREIC, Loss Variance O J5HREH
3dB A REALL O RF O EMETELEHEH L2,
512, 326132 D 5 b O IER HRFERPIRE 25 # 25 BRI
DWW T, Mean Defect {25 4dB LA ETEAL L 1 s %
end point & L7236 OREFEEDOIEETER O EH L 2.
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1. R E

4V Zarny /) 7ai b rERSHIOREMEIX 14.7
+0.8 mmHg (P fE L FEHERZE) I L, #5129 H
%, 24 A%, 36 »A%, 48 »AKROIREMIZZhZ
7 13.3+0.7mmHg, 12.3+0.8 mmHg, 12.1+0.7
mmHg, 12.7£0.9mmHg Tho7z. TEEZL» S 6 »
AEOREMEIX, ERERFOIREME L gL ¢, B5%
1R20HEMSO 6 2 AET48 »p AMEEICTREL TW»
7o, BEBR12PAHTREREZRIZV S ODIREIRZT
BERCh o7z, (1), F7z, 1HEEOFHIRE TR
i, 5 12»H%, 240 H1%, 36»H%, 48»H
BDOZFNZN1.540.7mmHg CF 5% {42 # 31 22),
2.4+0.6 mmHg, 2.3+0.6 mmHg, 1.840.7 mmHg
TH Y, outflow pressure D TRERIZ, FhEh,
21.8%, 35.4%, 34.6%, 26.5% ThH o7z,

One-factor ANOVA

SEHE + e

¥ 557D Mean Defect {6 6.8+0.6dB izt L, #5%
48 MAMERE R bIZ o7z,

(@B)

o

10

¥ + +

2 6.210.4 5.7+0.4 6.210.4 59405

1

a

A 5- 6.9£05

e

2

T |h=32 (=32) (=32 (=21) (n=17)

?é O 1 | 1 1 1
#E5 i 12 24 36

48
e AR (?R)

3 Loss Variance NOFEHIR{EDIFE.
One-factor ANOVA
SER(E e
#5570 Loss Variance D5 R{H 6.2+0.4 dB 12t
L, #%5& 48 » AMBERGZELI G157,

2. R ¥

Mean Defect 1%, #5-H16.8+0.6dB(CFHfE+4E
#EFFE) L, #5120 A%, 24 » A%, 36 » Ak,
B ABIFZEFNFNS.0£0.6dB, 5.9+0.5dB, 5.7
+0.8dB, 7.1£0.9dB T »->7z. Mean Defect {B i
48 » AMEERZE k-7 (K 2).

Loss Variance @ F /5 R fE 1, 5 076.2+0.4dB
CEHEEEEE) T L, #E5E12» A%, 240H
%, 36 A%, 8 HKRIEZNFN5.7£0.4dB, 6.2
+0.4dB, 5.9+0.5dB, 6.9+0.5dB T »->7:. Loss
Variance O HRME S 48 » AMBEERZELZ R o 12
(43).

Kaplan-Meier #:12 & % HREFEE O JEETEIZ, Me-
an Defect [EEEEERF L Y 3dB EEALL K%
end point & L7284, 3 F4 T 89.9+5.5% (CFHE +
R R 52), 441 T80.7+8.0% T dH-o7 (K 4).
Loss Variance OFARENIERFERF L D 3dB DL
1t L 7B % end point & L7235& T, 345 T93.3+
4.6% (¥ fE+A HE B 22), 44F 5% T89.4+5.8% T
Hotz(B14), BTN RIRD S5 B O IEH IR & RE 25
B 25 R 12D W T, MIBEERED Mean Defect fE & D 4
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#5a 12 24 36 48 (" R)
HARS

4 [LEFEHPEABRAE CHOREESIEEITE.
Kaplan-Meier %
S + R HERR A
EIGHERF L U, Mean Defect {25 3 dB DLEFEIL L 72
% end point & L7234, 4 EROETFEEDIEETER
13 80.7+£8.0%TH Y, Loss Variance OFSHREA 3
dB M FFAL L 72 % end point & L72354& Tlx, 44
BOBEEEEDIEETHIZ 89.4+5.8% ThH - 7z,
——  Mean Defect
3dB E:#E 4 £ 80.7+£8.0%
------ : Loss Variance O 51R{E
3dB H:HE 4 4% 89.4+5.8%

dB A E#EAL L 72 % end point & L 72358 O HEFfESE
DOIEHEFTRIL, 45T 88.0+8.5% TH-7- (4 5).

v % &

AV Fueiy/7aR b rOEARERSOERED
W TE, NI SIXIER IR 48 £ 48 IR D\
T, FHHIRE 13.723.0 mmHg (5 £ 42 ¥ {7 22) &
55 641 12.0+2.2mmHg i KL, IRETEEE
HAIRBETH > TNEHICHOT DIERE LT Tnikro
JeEBRTWB, 7z, REORFFBIEARNET
1%, Azuma 5%, 706170 R 2 > W T, EHREE
23.5+0.2 mmHg (FEH)E L FHERRZE) » o % 5 12 8%
18.4+0.3mmHg I FREL, 12:BEMOME TIEHRED
IR FEFIRE AR & SIREEICS L Tx v A VERTFE

o —)L e AEORETHIEN D 5 & #d, Yamamo-
to 9%, % OHRE TR 52 B DO RIFICH7ZY
L Tz b B Tw 3, Nordmann 593, %/E
FRNRE & TSR RARAES & CREIREE L T4
vy>auvrnyw /) FaA by, V4 rvBFEu—)L,
By FVu— VOIRETEIREZ 6 » Aoz v
WL, 4V 7Ny 7aR b ik, BE5HEYIRE
23.3+2.2 mmHg (P S EHERE) » o5 6 » At
2 4.3+£2.5mmHg ODIRETREZRD, v A VKRFE
O —WIZIERIE RV H DD Y £V a—)L L RED
WRETERS D o7z LiREL TWw5, AHSMIESE
B e A Ak PR 19 451 38 AR W2 D \» T prospective 12 B ET
L, 4V 7aurnry /7o b vyEERTEHEE
20.9+0.4 mmHg CF#fE T HER ) » o % 5. 52 H kR

HEREEE 1105 945

(%)

(n=25)
100 ==y .
T S
e
‘;% ....................
1T 50 H
=
(n=25) (n=24) (n=18) (n=12)
0 | | | |
B5 i 12 24 36 48 (»A)
HAME
X 5 EFEREZFAETORGFEETIEEITE.
Kaplan-Meier #
T B

EFERERNEIZBWT, EIGER XD Mean Defect
@A 4 dB DA AL L 72F# % end point & L7288 DOH
FEEEDIEETRIE, 41V 7oLy Fax s %5
FHETIZ4FHT8.0E8.5%ThH-o7z. AH LI, [
RO FHE THOARIR O REFEE OIEETEN 4 FEL T
55.5% TCThotztmEL TS
AV Sy FaR by, 254625 R

4 1% 88.0+£8.5%
""" DRI, 4dB EHE, 42 1 56 AR

4 54 55.5+110.7% (FF:S)

17.4+0.4mmHg @ TR L, IRFETREAEAIZBIZIHME
RO THREL TV EREL T3S,

4ol, & PRET U 7z 528 O BB Ak R 32 41 32
IRTix, FHRSIAMMN 478147 ATH Y, #|E
DIEDOHFTIR/NISPYDOHE IR TR TH 2.
32 5 32 R D 5l O HRIE 14.7+4.3 mmHg CF¥{E +
HEHERZ) I L, #5% 12 »AHZERL 6 »HEOR
JEAE X 48 2> ARETEICERICTREL Tniz, 5
B12PBEHTRERZIZZWHOOIREX TREMER T
Hotz. 8P HBOIREIZ12.7+4.4mmHg Tho
7z, 12 2 RAEOPHIRE TR 13 1.5~2.4 mmHg T,
outflow pressure O FERIX 21.8~35.4% ThH->

Jo. IRETRBRE TH - 20, RN ZIRET
RSN E SN, ANISPOIRED L 5 2R OPFET I
b igino iz,

AR COHBFRIBO EE DS T, Ishida 5
X IEF HREARARE 70 61 70 HRIZ D T34 5.6 S DR
BlE % B 2 x> 7z, Humphrey $iEFRAE T O & BIE A
B, R—=274 OHREF LKL T, Eid s 3 mblh
WH5ABULEDEERTNHD, D5 H 15H54510dB
VI EDOREERT 280 5, EET 2 2 S8l Rk
10 dB DA EDREIR T 25D 72356 % Rt O R EFfEE
0)1_17 & L, ¥ 72 mean deviation T 3dB L D HEA4L

RO S NIGE 2R HEFEEOETE L, 2
ﬂ%@*ﬁﬁlﬁgo)kf?%ﬁi’), i 9 5 2 ORI R
TROONTHEICHENEL LI L EE L2, 5 FR
TRREMEOHBFEERETE TR WEEICED, 3
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EDBE LB LEHBOL T 2RO ERRT W5,
%7z, Araie &5™IIIEFREFARFERIICOWT, HEGE

TORBFFZEEZ LV bO A7 T 4 ZICFHEL 2. Hum-

phrey HEFE TROABIZE S iz 56 1 56 IR T, FIgEE
W 42 2 AT H o 72, HERE TORMIE R,
NR—Z2F7 A4 HEBF LB LT, 2% &b 3 mll EBEE
LTWw2 55 B S » B (p<0.05) 283 5
n, ZOBEANIFEURNIZAZ b 2EUEED S
1A EREOBLEER L, ZOHEEEDIEETE
F65 AT 20% Tholz b WBEL TS, £72, H
H 523 IEE IR FERENE 42 41 56 AR 12 D v» T, Octopus
1REFE 2 H v CHEESE 2 [\ LL_E mean defect 238142 B A
FEL D 4dB RLESEINL 7-ER 2 REFRE#EITE L, B
BREEDOIEETRIZ 6 AL T69.4%, 81 A% T
55.5% TH o7z LHE L Tw b, SREFIOIRED 24
mmHg A T T & % Collaborative Normal-Tension
Glaucoma Study GroupV?TlZ, 230 IRD 5 bHIEDE
BRI OEIT D Sl 45 RS R D,
ZOD 5RO S B 19 RSVEEFRR & U TR L
olz, ZOWRTORFEEETOELER, (DHE
T EMEDEL 2 50, BEOEHEIEKRT 5, (2)
TN EEZ D TR EDIERT 2, iR 2, (3)
EHTH - 7 H1F I H 7 2GS T2, owdny
Bz L, N—A 74 CEEEHKRLT, Zhs DR
BT RERAE DR RS, EHE L7z 5 BOBERED S
B, AETHED SN REHTFOEL L ELEL, MIGHE
D IEF IR AN REIR O R EF RS O IEEITERIL 3 F5TH
60%, S5EHRTH A% THhoTe EHMEL TWD, BE
OIEEFRIR OREF B O TR EET OH EH
HERENZTNRL L7 DHMICHIT TE 20w, 44
] DR EEZ TR OER I HEF R E DO ETHERD &
NnNTw3, i, WERTOHRERHETIE, Glicklich
5201%, SEIEFIOIRESS 24 mmHg BT 0 IE 3 IR i
A 36 #1] 62 ARz 2> T Octopus 201 HREFE 2 w4
72 &b 5 EMEREBE U IHES R L T3, X
%D 621R1E, 3T medical treatment 25}, %0
55 40 IR1Z 1 BILL_E O FAiis#E (argon  laser trabe-
culoplasty Z&#) B3N TWVW3, 62RIZOWVWT, &
R & YRR 3 FEH LIRER 5 EHOK S TORERE
FHRPZL hO A7 T 4 7L, (1) BRI 5 &
FER T 239 o 1o IR & 512 7dB ML OBRER T 234
>3, QIBERD»SBERTVH > HEBICBEL
JeEFICE S ICIABU EDEEERTNA SN S, (3)
BB IER Th - 7288 11 dB YA E D EEER T 28
HoND, ODLTUrEHETTED, Fbp s 20 FEL
NIZ2 EH 5L, 30 ELIRIC 3 SR sz H
FOEL LGa 0 BREFOIFETERIZIFERT
47%, 5FEHT3I8% LHEL T35,

4[El, HEFOFEE% Mean Defect f & Loss Varian-

RSB ARNEICH T 24 Y 706Ny ) 70 b U5 & 5 R - ZEEt 721

ce DFEABREZ N ZNOFETRBERE T 5 &,
Mean Defect fi & Loss Variance O 51R{E & b 48 »»
AMEEREIZ o208, 2 OREFITHRETT % &
HIFREENET L CORIERINTFE L. 2D, 4
vZavrnry /a5 $IC Mean Defect
E»s, BERIOMEE Y 3dB LLEFE L L 72K % end poi-
nt & U7z Kaplan-Meier $812 & 2 BREAEFER2EHHL,
[Fl#kiz, Loss Variance O HREH 3dB LA L L
TR O RAEAEFFLEH L, HIFEEOIEMEITE LR
L7z, L2, EOIGEIROFEFHEOME & 135
TREEETOHEEREMEN R L 2 e O BRI T & %
VW, 5 E, AEORFEFHBIE AR IS O THRET
L2 b, #BEOWRE LD E2REIC L Tnws, £
Z T, Octopus fREFF CIEH IRERFPNE D HET 25T L
7B SODMEIZ Db T, BTN RIR % IEH IR
N 25 1] 25 AR1C LI D, Mean Defect fE23#: 55 D
HEF LY 4dB LLEEALL 72K % end point & L72EFD
HFOIEETERL2EHT 22 L2 L7, 4dB % end
point & U7:REDIEHETTHRIL 4 F T 88.0+8.5% L&
Hah, AFSO0HE TORBEREEDIELEITEN 48
WHBT55.5% ThHolz tHEL TWB 7D (XH5),
Ay 7Fuariy /7o b ik, EEIRERNEOHE
[FEOETHHCE R R WREESH 2 L F 2 5,

AV ZFaiy /7ai by OfERERICOWTIE,
Sugiyama 5% Polska E 5%, 41V 7uvry /7
OANYBTY Y -1 &2 I NHE % ME L
WIEERMEE 213 2 L3k L, Thieme H 5%, 4
VZuv)y ) Fa i s s I & Rk
WZEET % Ca? it b Maxi-KYF v~ > 2 VIcfER L
T, IMEFEEHOMBEIEHIC X D MUIMERINET % 8
U, F7-AERTRA NG % 3% < € T conventional  out-
flow 2SS 2 2 &, &5 IR DM D #5
WEF L2 USRRAERNCER T 2 E &L T0 5,
Hayashi 5'2i%, 4 VY 7at )Ly /7o X b+ R EE
HeAFME I RO BEEINR I UE SIS g ER 2 2 3
L EHEL T3, Yoshitomi 5%, 4 Y FuE L
v/ 7a A b OIMEMEFHICOWTERL TV
2, OIS S0 Ca HAMENC L B b D
THY, BEOI VYT AEGEHEE BEARTFIREL S
bl emEL T3, Melamed S™WiZ, 4V
TuEny ) FuR b rSEEER AR T 2 mE G
MikE, RS, AAHEREHIRIAN © Ca®t ER 2406 3 5
Zricky, M, EtRE, RETREMRCES
LTWaERRTWE, [V FuEnNy ./ FaR bz
DWTIE, HRE &350 MIRSEE PR & v D FIoD
Bl oFEM L 72 G-IV A SN LD RS TE
7z.

SEOEZ DEFERIR 2 51%, 4V 7rEVvy 27
oA by, RGN ZIRETRERZ b b, HE
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