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Abstract

e AIM: To evaluate the efficacy and safety of Ahmed
glaucoma valve implantation ( AGVlI) combined with
different anti-vascular endothelial growth factor ( VEGF)
agent injected before surgeries for neovascular glaucoma
(NVG).

e METHODS: This was a retrospective case controlled
study on patients with NVG in whom AGVI was performed
between September 2009 and November 2013. The sample
was divided into two groups
pretreatment:the intravitreal injection of bevacizumab or
The success rate of surgeries, intraocular

according to the

lucentis.
pressure (I0OP), the number of antiglaucoma medications
used after surgeries, best correct visual acuity (BCVA),
postoperative complications, regression and recurrence of
iris neovascularization were analyzed between the groups.
e RESULTS: Compared with preoperative, IOP, the
number of antiglaucoma medications used of the two
groups decreased significantly at every follow - up ( P<
0.05). There significant
postoperative I0P, the number of postoperative
antiglaucoma  medications, and BCVA  between
bevacizumab and lucentis groups. Kaplan-Meier survival
curves showed that the success rate was 80. 6% for the
bevacizumab group and 79. 3% for the lucentis group at

were no difference on
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endpoint of follow - up, the difference between the two
groups was not significant ( P=0.896). There was no
significant difference on the complete success rates
between the two groups ( P=0.753).

e CONCLUSION: Preoperative intravitreal injection of
bevacizumab/ lucentis may be an effective and safe
combined with AGVI on managing NVG. However, the
two drugs have the similar efficacy and safety.

o KEYWORDS: neovascular glaucoma; bevacizumab;
lucentis;Ahmed glaucoma valve
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B thA Ahmed T J6HR F5 7K 51 3 i A A AR 3K 75 3% 388 1k
i PR S AN [R) B 1487 PN B A TR 25 036 7 i A 1 A8
HIEHR (neovascular glaucoma, NVG) 7 &0 iz £

T3 35 R 1B 191 % BT 5T, Wi £R 2009-09/2013 11 £
FKBEAT Ahmed BIFEARIAYT NVG 19 B # TR, R 4E &R
H Ahmed FRJFE AR T3 N T30 VEGE 259 A TH) 4y
N IR RAGTH M T R BT, WEIF LR M2 B R 5
TR RE AREHECIRHZ R E ARG R AER
TERL JFARE BT A= A8 B TH AR RN A R IR O
GERNHBHERY 1a I, RJFIRE ARJFHHEOCIRZ Y
B H TE T AT BE DTN 8] A AR TR BRI, 22 A Gt
H X (P<0.01) . AIXF DA BHTH B BR BT HAEA S IR
JE BUECIR 28 | w8 B ) T, JC U] AR,
EZR LG FE XL, Kaplan—Meier H AR ow  FEBE T
La 5, DUAR B 5T 20 R0 A Bk S0 20 T R BBl 3 43 31 oy
80.6% \79.3% , 25 R LG E L (P=0.896) , FA5
AT, 22 R IR L (P=0.753) ,

£518 : Ahmed T OGHR P77k 5 | It WA IR G B B0 4 6 1N 12 20
DUAR AP o TR BRSPS IR 9T NVG LB M ik, R
I, AR LIS P9 R A R R F 25 ) B Ahmed 75 OGHR 7
IKG I BAEAARIRTY NVG FEA R RV 2k 7 A
B2,

SRR BT A A R T OB IR 5 DU ST B R 4T ; Ahmed
FOLIR B K5
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AT A K it 5 W DR G R L 5 BRI R T R
1 & YR (neovascular glaucoma, NVG) 19 5955 3R &2 B
BAETF R A BLEL 5 U XA PE T OGIR 19 30% A 1T
A G A B4 Ry 3T 0 — B M IR R
BIIRIT T R—HREE IR R FEHR T PG, EZ R
LU SE . I 48 N 2 2 K L F (vascular endothelial growth
factor, VEGF ) f& 5 [ A2 1R P JE 08T A6 45 A NVG 1) 8 22 [
2 Ik, OEHR B K B AR A AR I B R AR I N T
S N R A K T 2R YT NVG B &l 3 i
HFARM L A A8 &, H A i
48 P B2 A 25 W0 B TR ST R DA BT, 75 GHR
IR B WA AR IR A B 28 A P9 1 5 DL AR SR b 8 T 2R
BB AT RO L EE e e H AT ARG RGE . ARF
I8 i B X LA BT, B A HL 3 Ahmed B AR B A
PRSP T G DL AR b 8 TR R SR T A RO
Eyd
1 X &EFMFE
1.1 338 BB, W 2009-09/2013-11 £ K B
KGR (T AT B ¥R FP-7 Ahmed F OGRS
] ) A AR B DY 38 4R s P R BT VEGF 25903697 1) 65
Bl NVG B E IR GORE, $E4T [l B 43 4, Hodr 2009-09/
2012-08 MYRTA NVG B F SRS R I N i 5 DUAR 4,
PREAAETR F R ,2012-09/2013-11 T NVG 3%
P BRI SR BR AT, A [ B B 5T e AR B A B
S . ARG 5 R s PN T S I BT VEGE 259K
) 43> DA BG4 RN B BR AP A . PRI 5% B AR Y
FEAIG R R, £035 . R K ( Goldmann R 310 &) R fE:
BEA S PUEOCIR 28 AR P ONVG B B
FARE FAREBPIRES AR 225K C R IR R
6], 3 B AR Jes 9 1 S BT VEGF 259 J5 17 Ahmed 5| % 1 48
AARIBIFGI ] AZEARIE : (1) BT AT S R OGIR FH 25 %L
H R =A% 5 T 22mmHg 19 NVG 5 (2) A 3Bl i
BV 1a (9 R B WA, HEBRBRAE. (1) /N T
18 %5 (2) IR P B d 4k A 1 NV G5 (3) A IR AR V8 5 IR
JEERFL T GHR 5 7K 5 | 30 AR A A | 3 358 A s P9 ek il 3L 70
RETFARL; (4)FH 2T PG REIT 52 37 55 Uk s o9 7 55
Pt VEGF 25480 Ahmed AR B
1.2 /%
1.2.1 FARAE  BEIMAE EH IR P/ BB,
PR E ARy A A5 2% PR 5, 405 1 2 P9 0 0 T
B, P AT . AR5 30 S g e 4 sk  7E 80 N 5 I B
FAPUEZAL 3.5 ~ dmm EEF, B3 R 5 P9 1 59 DL AR SR 40
0.05mL/1.25mg 5 & FEERHLPT 0. 05mL/0. Smg, AJ5 =3
T 10g/L BEFR UL JE AN B IR VBS IR o oK 51 i A AR
FAR I SCHR 7 ] 8 TR, H FUER I BE PR e S BR 45
JEET IR RS A 2 AR 5 T LIAL, B T 45 R 5 i LR &2
ARIA G, THUBCE 5 | 240 DL 2 18 15 #5 0. 25 ~ 0. 33g/L
BTG FE C 22 ~Smin, JH#) 300mL FAFER R 0P e, K
FP-7 Ahmed 5|5 WP G LIS , 0 T B 1k AR S5 % A i b
JERIE AT AL 8 -0 Al MR ik 48 LR 25 L 51 A 1

UK, MR A PRk [ 85 e AT T 1 T A BEL 155 O, B 25 4L 1Y)
PAREE, H6-0 22651 £ e T b A B LR A9 3
ST, BT IR AR 29 10 ~ 12mm, SRJ5— 172 DLI
JELRE DA AR BB 25 Sl L RGO LR 6380 T D7 iy B 2, 2%
P /DR DK T PP A B 5 ) 2 R T AR
SRJGF 236 &3k TR T 7 A IEL S 1. Smm Zb 580,
B M AR B N, 5 AS E AT K BE 290 2mm,
H 80 Al IS a8 2k 45 A [ 5 | i i, H 10-0 Je e 4 & A
B DU, 2 S g | A . P o 2 B 8 -0 AT Il
BELR 2E VR 2 AR 1 5 AR ERES IRD) O i 824 6
J& JREB T 10g/ L BERR TR JE AR e i MR S IR 4wk, 28 J= el
AR IR 2 Pt 2 25 7 IR W S IR 2wk, AR5 4R E & T
21mmHg B AR B R K AL E IR 258, Horb B A2
RBE FAE S 57 — 26 FH 24, Jmy 350 0k 2 I It 00 o1 79 8 o2
ZRBBhFINE R L2y, B R 4 B R R 259,
1.2.2 RigkEl BEBEVIBE R ARG 1d, 1wk, 1.3,
6 9mo,la, BEVTWELAFEFrA R E (FH Goldmann JEF-HR
FEIE) AR AR ) N BT AR 25 W A B O R RE
VA e e BB v 3 A o A T AR RN R B LA, ARl 0T
WIRA EL | BE AN FEA T L MO REAR ™ H A HR 6 I
FRET (1) SRS M ST L 5 R LB
FE IR (2) AE TS A D& A2 0 - A0 o R 8 25 A M R
oA T OB IR k4 B B e o AR P R IR R

FARITRANWTAR IR T 58 4Tl AR Tl A I =
FRSERICT (1) SE AR 38 ARG A AT AT 1t & 6 R
25%) MR JETE 6 ~ 21mmHg 2 [8] I+ H G ™ & R TR IF K AE
(2) 2 e 2. 38 R S m P 5 E IR 259, R IR 7E 6 ~
21mmHg Z [A], Jo/™ B IFAAE . (3) R F8 ARG I
PiE IR 25 (25 =3 F) 342 2 IR 45 >21 mmHg,
Tt — AT P CIR F AR ; IR R 52 <6mmHg; H 8™ 5
I KR 5 PRI R E T BT B OCIR BRI, B R )R S 4
564 I AR BT 3 22 A

Giitep oM SR F SPSS 13. 0 Geit s 8k kA
RN, W Z ) LA 2878 i R ORI T Bkt
A IR0 BB R AR ST REAS ¢ K36, AT A IR
AR E R HAE S Mann—Whitney U K AR5 4%
Bt 1a] 5 B IR R S5 3T %GR FH 25 480 B 5 AR 65 b FH Wilcoxon
BRARE 56 5 F- AR s % L R Kaplan—Meier 2 77 i 287
F log—rank 56, #E VT FEH R BE A R MR,
Lk — W AR5 I K AE TR F7 HL AR ) Fisher's 1
YIRS EAG5 ; L P<0.05 HERES 245 X,
2HR
2.1 EXRIGKRER A5 DR R A0 A 36 4 36
R, TRERBAHTLHAA 29 1511 29 HR . DIARBAHTLHAES 18 ~ 75
(F#454.19+16.05) % ; T BR LT AL4F 8 23 ~ 76 (-1
52.55+14.93) %, AR5 4B EH B F IR E 5 B h
42.08+7.39 .43.24+9. 67mmHg; RATF ¥ H1 & IGIR 254
BOH M HR 3.33£0.72 3.45+0. 51 Fh ., WH B 2 6 F
BIAES PR AR 2R R AR A B80T O IR 255
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x1 BERWEARGERBLURANOZE#

ZH DAREAHT (n=36) ETRHPTH (n=29) P
MRS (X£s, ) 54.19+16.05 52.55+14.93 0.318
(1, B2 36 (26/10) 29 (18/11) 0.432
Wi BRI (191, % ) 11(31) 10(34) 0.794
B IE (], % ) 15(42) 8(28) 0.301
FARL(HI,% ) 9(25) 9(31) 0.781
NVG 55 [ ( $1]) 0.747

AR TR v ok 7 Jk S 2 18 13

W DR 975 4 Do flE i A8 11 10

HR e i 2575 2 1

LS 2 3

R0 5 v g 5 ik S 2 2 2

Coats’ Ji 1 0
AR AR (1)) 0. 668

FERTIE NI 23 21

AT R AR 8 4

Pt N NI 5 4
SEAHRFE (X £S , mmHg) 42.08+7.39 43.2419.67 0.586
SEEPIE IR 2G5 E (XL Fh) 3.33x0.72 3.45+0.51 0.469
S5 44 455 F R B (X £S  mg/mL) 0.31+0. 14 0.30+0.08 0.366
34 22 48 B A R] (X £S , min) 3.150. 88 3.08x1.01 0.632
SEYHT VEGF 259917697 5 Ahmed 5137 BIFE AR B PR E] (X £s ,d) 7.28+3.40 7.90+3. 80 0.492
AR (1) 0.424

=0.1 4

<0. 1 ~ 485k 7 11

F3h 14 9

<F3h 9

1 IHERR RS VEGF BWRIE A BRI i
PU VEGE 254, i B 0 AT WL 7 A I3 5 B« R A P9 T
ST VEGE 259 , ML B 1 R L 28 /N A= i 8 TR 47 el D 2
VPB4
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H AR 222482 C # R ) B B 3 5 1A s o 12 25
Pt VEGF 254 )5 Ahmed 5| i I8 AF A SF- 357 [ B e 1] | e
B IEAR ST TR s 0 K wE D 91 v i He 49 KR, DA
NVG RN B 22 RG22 B X (P>0.05), W4LEHE
FEARIG IR TR L ZR 1,

22WIRREMAEME DR 36 IR, BEIEA N
TS DUAR BB 31 HR (869 ) M s 24 g F4 38 A= LA A 3 ~
10d Z N 56 4 iR, B ER R P2 3k 29 R, o 27 R
(93% ) W I T )T A S TE 2 ~9d Z INSE 2 THIR 2 IR
(7% ) W1 SR TH B AE IMLAE 50 20 T R 3R A DB K B
AmE (K1),

2 3IAREFHREMMBEAXLRBAEE BABIMLL,
HEERGREH R TR, 23 WE5 %8 L (P<
0.01), WZHZ [B] Hb A, 154> Bl 7 B ] o A9 1R e A AR, 22
S TG HFE L (P>0.05, K 2,5£2), i GiRHZY
J5 T, P 2H R R S A B R A BT IR 25 50 H
BORATHI s 22 S A Rt #E L (P<0.01), P
HZ ] LA, AN B D s ) s ) T 3490 7 R 25 9 8 H 22
SYHG I 2FE L (P>0.05,%2)

2.4 FABINZE Kaplan—Meier 4= 77 {1 2% B 7w : BBl 25
HRI, DUAR A BT 41 R B R BB AL 1Y F R BT R 4 i Ry
81% 79% , K log—rank X} W41 8 F AR 58 & i T %
AT, 2R TG L (P=0.896,18 3) , DIk
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R2 WHBEZEZNHEIAEAEHREREHRSXRAAHERNILE xX=xs
AT AJE 1d AJG 1wk AJ5G 1mo
2050 iR % B OLIR BLEOLIR B OLIR RE PUEOLR
W ( mmH HRE ( mmH HRHE ( mmH
W (mmHe) ey RO gy RGBS il (i) JHZ58H
ARSI 36 42.08+7.39 3.33+0.72  20.96+9.28 0.05+0.23  14.63%9.12 0.08+0.36 14.72+7.370.19+0.52
FERAHIH 29 43.24+9.67 3.45+0.51  16.7+17.50 0.03+0.18  15.35+7.30 0.17+0.46 14.34+5.010.37+0.77
P 0.586 0.469 0.051 0.693 0.733 0.394 0.808 0.278
ARJ5 3mo ARJ5 6mo AR5 9mo ARJ5 12mo
20 541 AR %k P OEHR i IR P OEHR R HiEOER
0 ( mmH R ( mmH 0 ( mmH
e Tt R e
DNUARRAHIZH 36 15.90+6.74 0.47+0.91  16.47+7.18 0.69+1.11  15.64+5.21 0.71+1.14 15.00+4.470.48+0.92
FERIAPLA 29 17.62+7.74 0.75+1.09  17.64+6.30 0.93+1.15  16.68+4.41 0.81+1.23 15.37+2.850.84+1.28
P 0.345 0.253 0.498 0.424 0.426 0.745 0.707 0.250
%3 WHEREABRHEEXRERLE MR(%)
20 54 MREC WEIERL AT RUn  KEHEBE EEE RHR R
AR 36 5(14) 2(6) 2(6) 8(22) 9(25)
TR 29 4(14) 3(10) 3(10) 5(17) 9(31)
P 0.991 0.649 0. 649 0.759 0.781
60r 100
LR AL
+‘$‘I$$Jﬁ£ﬂ . 90} - W ERERAL
’:‘;:B 0 - AR < gl
" i%‘ 70}
%é ;i 60
220} j='s B
i %
- 50}
O L L L L L L L L 40 L 1 L 1
A AR)F1d A 1wk KA 1mo A 3mo A 6mo K 9mo A)A 12mo 0 3 %iﬁl?J i (mo) 9 12
o MEFHLZL % B KB AR TS
s B4 ZER 3 AR 54 BAIEE HHTEEF
M2 WAREANRAEEMAMAAFORESMAE, - TR
100 ] - UL
- R AL A6 HR(17% ) e HEBFIEAL S B R [, BBkt h A
e o 13 HR (45% ) PR FFARAE 7 HR (24% ) HEL R RE, P4l ]
% ARV ZE R 22 R TG4 E L (' =1. 176, P=
E 0.424),
® s} 2.6 HEE Ahmed M ARSI KAE5 M5 E M
s KK HE FEE G0 A0 I A, AW I To5 | i & A
R I AAE VA AR P9 R 85 7 B AORE W k. AR ARG
e 3 6 5 12 U (I R AL B B Bk TR TR B

kit ] (mo)
3 EFATFEHME&E R MKEREAMTHREARANEFR
BINE,

UL AV BRI TR 58 2 W D 26 A Bl 15 45 AR 43 5 Ry
58% 55% ,KJH log—rank ¥ X} P 40 /B % F AR 52 = F AR W
DRI, 2R IR ST L (P=0.753, K 4) ,

2.5 A FBIRKEEVIRS, DR GTZAT 8 IR (22% ) etk
FrEL P, BRI AL 9 IR (31% ) e fE M IE )
P, WA 22 IR (61% ) B AERF IF ML 7 AR

KA ARHR T R i DL I ARE R BRI B
W, A HEIEZAE AL LR 2 R T& it 257
(P>0.05,%3),
3 iTig

BT A AP T IR 1 22 AL ) 2 00 Do) B e o, ke 4 5
P RIS e A LA 4 A DR 5 R S K R s A 1A A I
EICHL, © R LIRS F 30 20 A= 1A ZE X% s A
AT T /NGE | £ 0l 55 R A 1 R B R AR AR T
T ERTRG 3% , S 805 K A IR R R v T,
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H Molteno T UK R B 51 i 9 i Tl IR Lok, FOGIR 51
it BAE AARANE S —Fpop B P SRR TR, S sEia e ot
IREEEE A T TB ', Ahmed BRIFE A BT B3 510 28 B 6
R, o B ) e ) AR ) 1 e A > TR R
AR k& 32 e 45 01 & 0E 14 2 26 DRI 30 4 5k K 4t
FTFAEEEE CIRAGIAIT . NVG a1 & GHR A9
RE, BB 245 RSB NS, REFAR WA
Wik J8 , B AR BRI AR SR T BRIRER 2 R 3 Ok
AR B3k 5 1 B AR AR BB 0 i R AT AR H 2 4
Frfe— AN 5K A K R BT 2T 52 i af B AR AE
NVG KA & f e & SCHEVE I, VEGE 18— i
A A R PR, 7 00 IR0 s Bl 1t 4 6 005 LA K NV G Hh R ik 57
RGO H AR FIZELAPT VEGE MO RIIRTT
FIAIY NVG 58] Z i, U2 B EF P VEGF 24
I  GHR B3k 5 | A AR (g yA T i )

2012 4FLIHT, FER P25 9 w0 AR AE TR B LT, iR T IR
BT A I8 5 o 32 22 W “ AR 28 4h T T VEGF 24
Y—— UL, AN ST s DU BT A O R
B /KB I A A ARG NVG 3155 27 2, ol AR & T
ARG ZERNE D 1T A E K& AE 7, 2012 AFEERER BT
YEIRIE LR )iz N AR A IR A IR T T
FARAHE BT R, SR B B8 A 1 o8 T 5 R BRI &
JEHR B K 513 A A ARIATT NVG B9I7 R % 4 31 H [
W JCHRAE . ASHFET BB PE 43 AT 200909201311 #5324
FEEAIRIT O U0 NVG B3, 58 — X AN Rl 9T VEGE
YA OCIR B K B T R AARIGYT NVG Y7L, 45
SR  TEBEEE AR P 0 TR SR R s DU RS BT
AR I R T B 2R I AN [ R R TR S 2 ET Y
W78 40 E B 45 R — 502 i HLRANG T SOR IR
JEF ] 7 T8, 38 S BT YEHR FH 25 )7 T AR wi AH L 357 B 5
%, FERLINZES Rt br 7 i, 3415 AT 53 48 i 25 21
T HE%, Yalvac ZEBIARSE T Ahmed 527K B35 IR AR A AR
IRIT NVG B — T W B D7 45 8, 1a I F AR I E N
63.2% , HABIBFFE LS R BIR : Ahmed 577K 51 B FE AR
1BIF NVG la B FAR BRI R 61.3% ~73.1% > 1¢
BATHIBFT A, VAR PRGN BR BB 20 85 1R i 2l %
A3 EIR 81% 19% , LMY e T LR SCRR T s, DA
BB ARAYT O URIRIT NVC T2 B RN T ik, SR
Wi, NER AT 45 S T, 8 A M4 1 75 IR AT AR S e M
) —FhxETA T AR, 72 58 4 B 3R 07 I, W41 2 )
la BYRLEN 5 R 58% 55% o 3 AME AR J5 AR % Y ik )
Frlh AR B W G« MO B OGIR 25 %80H i B
B BsF (] ARSI T B 5 DGR 25 4 80 B i3 i £ |, 3
6mo B, SFEIAHEUT 1 F,

PRNGYT 7 N Al LA, FRAr & 3 . AE R 4% i O i
FEFTA BE T B S TE B 25 5 0 [RIRE  AER SR P LR
FHEGECE I 18, {E 2 P4 R 3 2[RI LE T A Bt 1 e ) 4 °F
PIHiE IR AZ S B B 25, 5N GRS R
LR TR YR, WA Z R T 225, #5510, N
H BT FE BE BAFUE ST VEGF 1897 51 A= i 45 P MR 5 77 T
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4 WA A P B R R 7 8 L A I PRI ( CATT) E
SEUESEAEIRY T HR AT AR 100 A8 PR I A T (LR S5 A o
B I TT UL AR T 2 R B A R AR — E 1
LT BIR 5K S IR A AR B T7 1 F P R0 A 2 1
TEAL 3 P8 J7 T, P4 22 TR0 A0 T i e, LA K BeAR Y LE 91 4
M EFIFRGIFE L, D BFEARSE AT TR
T2 R R D R i AN AR Ak S kR DL RO kM 1 B
RS iy JEL A

IR B, IS TS P2 SR 35 R R BB B AR s 7
TESPL VEGF 25975 | J i 4 5 LU KRk 0T KA , U6 W 35
RIENTESHT VEGF 25%) 022 40, 5 BRAE A IIF 5 BT Y
SEREML, ARFEPILLEE ARG IFRIE KA R A
SRR B LU ST B SR Ahmed 57 7K 5 | IR AR
N T B ARG RHR AT 57, 8 -0 WT M I 48 4R 45 4L 5
Ui, kg i A7 2R B IR PR OF K 25% ~31% ,
IFTATRERY ST —: (1) 8L S5 LA L5 (2) IR T
TR AR AR AL B KB BLS . BEAh, AL I
R W I RIE A A BRI I AL, 1% 2 B AR R IR TR T
e, L TR B A

25 EJTAR , Ahmed 75 'GHR P5 7K 5 7 BRIRE AT 5 3 4
JE A DL A BB R BR APTRR YT NVG A AU 5
o BRI, PRl VEGF 25K £ Ahmed 75 56 HR 15K 51 3
W AARIG ST NVG TEA M A2 4 1 75 T i A B B 22
5o WIRPAT SEORREA B BB 7 IR 1] 14 1 A i S A Bt AL
Xof BRAIFFESR HE— D UE X A48
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