FEC194E6 H 10 H

447

HIF IR 0 Pl 22 R U 72 ST o AR R D Fa JISS i 8 D S 1AL

e FF,BH

Yoo, KT

VERZRFEE v —REL, VREIERIREIRB A EE, ONT T A NRRZ ) =y 7
C N

B &Y : pIEESBAIEEE Pentacam™ (OCULUS #t)
DT M A M) —%FAL CEHAERS L VEITBIE
FiTROAKESEEE1L LT,

SR EFE ERAKR TTROFEEEAEH L
B XFES & ORI DWW THRET U F=. BT IEFMTiET
A8 R A ik IZ & V) laser in situ keratomileusis (LA -
SIK)#% 24 BR, Epipolis-LASIK (Epi-LASIK) £ 24 iR
[T, fiiRlE LU 18, 1HhBE, 3HhBRICE
ELTOE AT 1=,

i RIEAARNEENLRESBEILX30.912.4(F
WEIZERE, UTRL)THY, XhIIMERER

EHELBh o1z, i1 BENDRESMEIS LASIK 3A
31.9+2.5 X D IZxt L T, Epi-LASIK 2 (£41.0£8.1
THY) BHEIZEH -1 (Student’s t-test, p<0.01).
M1 HARESLUIHRAETIIEREI L, 12,

W RIBEIBEFNEOAKESEZLIC Pen-
tacam™|[3IFAT, FiFAICL ) AREBICELAHLN
7=. (HARSES 111 : 447—453, 2007)

F—1)—F . AERE, Pentacam™, v A > IL—2,
laser in situ keratomileusis (LASIK),
Epi-LASIK

Quantification of Corneal Opacity after Refractive Corneal Surgery
Using the Anterior Segment Analyzer

Jumpei Matsuda??, Osamu Hieda?* and Shigeru Kinoshita?
D Department of Ophthalmology, National Center for Geriatvics and Gerontology
2 Department of Ophthalmology, Kyoto Prefectural University of Medicine
% Baptist Eye Clinic

Abstract

Purpose : We quantified normal clear and post-
operative hazed corneas using the Scheimpflug
image of Pentacam, an anterior segment analysis
system by Oculus.

Subjects and Methods : We measured 77 eyes with
normal clear corneas, and analyzed 48 eyes in 2
groups before and 1, 4, and 12 weeks after undergo-
ing LASIK (24 eyes) or Epi-LASIK (24 eyes).

Result . Clear corneas averaged a level of 30.9*
2.4(mean *tstandard deviation) and showed no cor-
relation with gender or age. At 1 week after Epi-
LASIK and LASIK, the 2 surgery groups averaged a
level of 41.0%£8.1 and 31.9%2.5 respectively. Epi-

LASIK demonstrated a statistically significantly
higher level than LASIK (Student’s t-test, p<0.01),
whereas no difference was observed between the 2
groups at 4 and 12 weeks after surgery.

Conclusion : Pentacam is useful in quantifying
corneal haze following excimer laser keratectomy.
Nippon Ganka Gakkai Zasshi(J Jpn Ophthalmol
Soc 111 : 447—453, 2007)
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R 1 EIBIEFHRIESORER

LASIK ## Epi-LASIK # pfé
FEGIEL 1244 24 IR 12 44 24 R
il (%) 36.4+£10.3* 31.6£9.8*  0.11

THTEITES (D) —6.58+£2.50* —6.66+2.19* 0.91
i miTER (D)  —0.19£0.57* —0.19£0.57* 1.00
YIRREREE () 97+29* 108£30* 0.22

LASIK : Laser in situ keratomileusis, Epi-LASIK :
Epipolis laser in situ keratomileusis.
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BIREE =1 DOV THRE L. FHEOHR
12 LASIK 2812 % 24 R (3B 1 &£ =5:7), Epi-LASIK
WI124 24 BB 1 &=7:5T, #h £ i % LASIK
£, Epi-LASIK # & A0 72, FE¥4EE, WaiEITE
¥, MWt )m i %, U0 BR 2 1d LASIK B 28 36.4 &
10.3 %, —6.58+£2.50D, —0.19+£0.57D, 97£29
pum, Epi-LASIK # 2331.6+£9.8 %, —6.66%£2.19
D, —0.19+0.57D, 108+30 um T, €& T 34.0+
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TYYRAM)=E, YA YTV — RO TV —A
=% 0~100 OBIEICEIR L 72D D TH % 72  Hifi
v, SEERLE, NMUSDIT—HTE CHEIRTR S0
ZARESRT Y M AN —EOFEEHRLAET >y
b X b Y — (Central Corneal Densitometry, CCD) & %4
T, AREBEBORE: LTHALUTORE 21T
7z. WX 13D Scan| €®— F TiTw, FHEIFETET
Kotz, BELETHL LB SN EFZONDE
B TIEFATROEROEME R AL 7.

FT, EEARZ T 47 BROZAZHIZDOWT
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3. F T H &

LASIK iZBEsR"YD E BV {To7. A4 7ar7J h—
2% 4 B MK-2000 (NIDEK #) % A v 7z, Epi-
LASIK IZ DWW T BEHOYD & BV To/z, =7 5
F—2& & L CT7%14HR 12 Epi-K (Moria #), 4 % SR
12 Centurion SES(Norwood/Eyecare #1:), 1% 2RI
EpiLift (Gebauer/VisiJet #1) % {# Fi U T | & % & »
fTo7:. Bowmanfii F X D v—¥—HEH 217>,
LE7IZyTERL, V7 ary s b AR
BT LIz, v~ —¥—%#E 13 EC-5000 (NIDEK
M BIOT27 2Ry 20 24k) 2 L7, EC-5000
WX OREIT LDk 14 4 28R, T 217212 X Y fEifTL
72X 10 % 20 RTH -7z, WMo miRiE LASIK Tl
VR7uFRHyrBLU7rFa A vurol H4ES
R% 28 {T->72. Epi-LASIK Tl Zhic b7 =7 X
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ZHEL, 7t uaX baryBIO0N 725 R ML
PRFTRACIE U 3 20 A FREE 0 Tk Lk U 7z,

4, TRETSEHIIRET

Student’s t-test & F paired t-test i3 H &= Kk # %
5% & L7z, BRGHTICEHETAY 7 b7 =7 JMP IN

* 2 BREMUERN-OHO BEAOTOHET >
< b 4 b 1) —(CCD) & i AEE (CCT)

CCD CCT (um)
R E1H $2H H3H|HE1H £2H #3H
1 25.9 25.8 26.5 | 496 507 509
2 32.0 31.4 309 | 58 580 575
3 317 30.8 309 | 574 576 575
4 29.6 30.2 29.0 | 499 499 517
5 28.0 27.1 28.1 | 506 507 515
6 30.9 30.8 31.7 | 521 512 518
7 31.8 32,0 31.5 | 506 501 509
8 33.7 332 31.8 | 515 508 524
9 33.9 344 328 | 527 519 532
10 329 331 33.1 | 509 510 508
11 33.7 33.8 349 | 510 521 511
12301 309 31.6 | 535 531 536
13 31.1  31.0 31.8 | 537 524 534

CCD D#EPIHBAREL  0.94
CCT D PHHBIRE 0.95

— r

1 [BITEBIEF TR OMPRITEEMERATR & CCD,
_EE%3 Epipolis laser iz situ keratomileusis (Epi-LASIK) 1% 3 7 H OMHRRITSEMEERT R, CCD 1% 28.5 T
AEIEHTH S, T Epi-LASIK fii# 3 2> B OMIBRATEEMSEAT K. CCD 1% 100 TABRB 270 5.
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[EIHIE 21T > 72 CCD OEfEIE 1 [BIH 31.2+2.4 (%
ErEEREZ, MTHU), 2EHE31.1+2.4, 3EH

S0r 31.142.2 THEE &R TN HBREE0.94 T
40 2 { bHovz, FRIFFICHEIE L7z CCT OB FR %013 0.95
% Chote. CCD ORARBIRKILEBIMES 55 & 5 1L
a 30 % 5O CCT E1FITEL L CCD W b HHMELH 5 & H
8 L7z
=0 % 2. CCD OBAES & U4 & 0488
10 % CCD DiZEH#(E X 30.912.4 ThHh-72. BHOFEE
% 1% 31.0+2.8, ZMHEDOFEHEIZX30.9+1.9 THANIIC X 3
0 - 7. E RO H o7z (Student’s t-test, p=0.81). [EfESD
pre 1w 1M 3M ~
1R ERER MrcHEds & OB R 2 h - 72 (p=0.88).

3 fRICL BB E L TR,
* Il 1 %O AFEE I Epi-LASIK # 0 553 CCD O
{1352 > 7z (Student’s t-test, p<0.01).
B LASIK %, ¥4 Epi-LASIK B

(SAS #) &2 Fv> 7z,
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1. CCD nEBRMHE
BIRIZODWTOCCDB LUCCT #R2WART. 3

3. BEIBEFMREIERO CCD %1t

JE 3T R IE TR o A BE B ER & 18 U 7 E G A
BRATHEMEEAT R & CCD 2K 1w d. 7, H—HRO
FATHIZR O EK 2 12/r$. LASIK #, Epi-LASIK
FEE BT 1 BB LT 1 B0 CCD 3T L W EE
12 E& LU Tw iz (paired t-test, p<0.05)#%, fif3»H
BICIZAESE T % L %o/ (paired t-test, LASIK &
p=0.84, Epi-LASIK # p=0.85). #NZFNDKH Iz
B 5 CCD %X 3 wcnd. Ml 30.9+2.0, 30.9+
2. 4(LASIK #, Epi-LASIK # : AT [EIAR), fir 1%
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13 31.9+2.5, 41.0+8.1, firl1» H # 12 32.1+2.0,
34.5+7.7, i3 H#%I1331.0+1.9, 34.9+14.4 T,
1T 1381 0 A6 E 1< Epi-LASIK # 0 755 CCD D fE 1%
B 72 (Student’s t-test, p<0.01).
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BRI OERESE W Z 2R L7210, 1272
LR, AV MERT T vy 2 60l WEkE 21T
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&, AREBEEMOHNZ T ICHH O KSR (EAS-
1000) #H W THREZTThRThiEoknwl Lk En
5, JRERTHIZRES kol F0%, BITEIE
FOEF S PRK » & LASIK 280, fiite o fER
WY T 2 12htv, ERMOLEMSEERPREIET
LTwolz, ULy UILE, BEREOKE WER, AEE
DENEF], AR—Y 2FEMIIT 5 FERFT LASIK K
D HIFEE L L CHIRE & 5 Epi-LASIK i1 R
WHREL % 2 LRSI, BOERLOLEEDE
FoTET.
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SEOFEETIE, LASIK, Epi-LASIK & % 1247 18
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TR R T IREDSAKBAII TR © T ER O R BIERE 2
regression IZFEE T 21920 DIREN Dol En b %
2 5L, BITBIEFMIC & o Tl ABIREH D
EEZMETHD Z L CEDb D kv, AR
% % 5» 31 IL-1, TNF-a, TGF-87% ¥ D% A4
A A EE LU ABRENELC 22 WO EE
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Z % &, AEEENEIC AR EEEES L0 A N
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Al R EEIZOWT W 2T, #F 1EBORS T LA-
SIK X Y % Epi-LASIK 0 /548 JEE ¥ O F2 5 2358 D
1 Epi-LASIK O /5 A E R EENTR N2 EF 2 5
N3, BFE—TREINTWBEEBY, ER7I5v 7
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WM LU T NIE, BRER b, AR E RO o @
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ZOfth, M EETRECRET RTFLEL T,
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SR U7z & & B YIBREEE S MBI L 72 & OGP H
v, Bx bl 1ER, 1A%, 3»rABOZNTILOD
B TRE 21T o708, 20X 3 kB A SR>
7z (I8l J& 43 #7, p=0.51, 0.56, 0.38, #%&%). % 7z,
laser epithelial keratomileusis(LASEK) 2 D> T K
Bzt 9 2 VIR O F& (AD/CT) 23 0.18 =88 2 %
& Fantes 3T/ vV — N 1(BEERBATHRTE 51X
W EDORE R4 C L ERPEE 2 L OHEOHLHD,
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o708, REFHVVTRORFRIZBE VLT LEEZIIED
5 N7 - Tz (Student’s t-test, p=0.56, 0.28, 0.37,
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SE O RIEF TIE 7V — R 3ULE O M R B ZE 0
W L ~OV) PLE RO IERIZ % <, 48RP 1%
BTy — R 0GE) 7 v — R 0.5 (FEERB CRESE
TEX5VN)W)Tho72(£3)., D0, MREMSEC
£ ZERR A TIEITBIEFMER O AREREE I O W Tk
[ [DUH 2] OZFHIR—ITT TG & oo 7.
—77, CCD T L7z B i & 0 FEll 2 ikl %8 5
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F (AR) 24 24 24 24
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