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Abstract

e Light is one of the most important environmental factors
on which all living beings in nature rely to survive. With
the changes in the environment, the light-pollution is
worsening and its influence on the visual quality of the
human eyes is deepening. The influence of light-pollution
on human eyes damage and visual quality was
summarized in this paper.

« KEYWORDS: light-pollution; visual quality

Chen X, He SX. Influence of light-pollution on visual quality. Tnt J
Ophthalmol( Gugi Yanke Zazhi) 2010;10(3) :530-532

S

TR AR — UYL AP RS iR B R Z
— WA B Ot i5 Y H 45" 5, X ARG B Y
SN ANWTINTGR . BN PR 15 B ok AR A48 1 S %) L5
i S R TR

eSS 40 PP REE E Ny

DOI:10.3969/j. issn. 1672-5123.2010. 03. 041

Wil L (1458 DT e Xk AR AL 58 o Ak ) B [ B IR B 2
2010;10(3) :530-532

058
FeT5 Yz 18 R AR R AZSIEH AR 1S T AE 4K
BB AR, 51 E AT R 8E 7, 51k
ARG 18 B0 AR &R, ZERR, s Y
ARG TE AR R AR | SRR AAR 8 2 AR D) 1) 45
530

3 o MR UnAF B A S B BREAE P, L I 5 (0 3R 55
PP B EAT PR AL P25 O O AT 400 5 R B LR A
S UEWH R SR RDCAR SR 5 A 56 ARk Y
Z AT I A SLIRWTTE R 615 G AR 7
PE R K R G R, 6T e Ok M5 R [ N Ah 273
MISCTE . FRATREOGTS B MR 1458 43 ¥ 0 S 7 A iR A O
P 5 J7 T AT L3R
1 TR

JeTs e PR b —Be o BT g N T HERR LTS
G, Drapper 1 i FLI Bl 2 11 2 215 55 1) 48 54O, X 21210
AR A, A T BRSO A RE X 41407
" R AR AN ) A P DX IR A5 05 7T 43R A v
BER AT S B AR AT AR B AR SR L R 4T
SR AT (RO R RO, R R AR A
X LR oy Sk AT,
2 BRI ER BN

MBUE TR A G20, Bk TR T L a] BN 1%
FHETT X SRS AR S P R | RS I 1)
FRLA B X LA AU AR S B A WS B, RIVBLIA P4 240 a5
LU O BB S A S VIC R
2.1 EEEHXRABE A EARSIIRAI X G2
y STERSFHRUE TR R, RE RO, 5B R, A 414
(FRE ST WAL IR A, BT F A
XHIRFAOIDCA LSRR Bl 50 R A R A 45340, I
AR R RAE BN B8 5 TLR AT A B — 2 AR R A K
i, 60Gy LA LAY SR M IS A 2L R
AIRE, Ry AR R R R SRR A R, LR
AR AT 52 R B 22 i)™ A8 O A S 40 P g B AL
PR . X A TR T R BUM A S, 50 ~
60Gy TR Lo 25t B EF it | A i og a2k W, R
FRALLrh LSRRI 1 B X SRR R 51 3
JRFRE B AR A PE R AR | T ABE b R TR A B
Cogan S555J5 0T FL 2 68 S 19 P RS f91040F 5 0 2 B vl 25
BRI X TR oy SRR T RS AR R E A B R S
KEOHIE" . Shields " & LI IR HEZ T 1o A5 ik 1
S5F AR TCS P  A JBE A ) e e A B RE , SEB8R ]
X-LRARPI R RGER B WA E "
2.2 R ERAI I RBIIRGT  ZLAPZR P UL (AL
s A AR FL B SR OB | RERBUIN , 50 )
xRN
2.2.1 INEMIRIBG LIRS 05 £ 22
1 U SO M T P A0 A0 | AR BT L PR AR R R et
SR AN, ] SFEAS RS SRR, TELLANRTR
KIWTARR T o nl O TR B RS W28 %, B TH IR 203
ANHGTT R BT IR AR, A7 234 mT L H R 915 i )
IR,
2.2.2 EHMNEITIRBIIR T E AR A SR
AR i Al FR AT AL I | B R o AR 4, SR AN X IR B 4



Int J Ophthalmol, Vol.10, No.3, Mar. 2010 www. 1JO. cn
Tel:029-82245172 83085628 Email ; 1JO. 2000 @163. com

HRBRUE () BAMGIRMN , WK AE 285nm B, 5
B AR R AC , XoF F S AR 0 43 0 e R, AR 1 4R AR 2 IR
A5 PP G 2% 4 R Ikl S R AR I8 AT {2 (i 3R
BARIER ", AT b R e 2 A SR A (e
IR £ KR HT ultraviolet radiation B( UVB) 1 ultraviolet
radiation C (UVC) A9 A L ¥4 5] &, ultraviolet radiation R
(UVR) USSR 240 i B R 4y
BRI IR BN —Ash By B RBEZ IR, AR AR
SFEXT AR AR B 5 7 R K AR P FUE FH 45 5. Lerman
N4 3Z R IR IR I IR AR AR A 1 R AR AR S A (e,
P ) g JB P N B S T N B R S AR N
SR AN A I B N R R HIL R R T AL iR
AT 2R SRR AR AR TR ST SR AR TR e A
FHOCIR R B RAAR b B i sZ 451, B m) e iR e T B
X, HFEHINRHETEMN LIS & H N BE R A i
B IETEN ! Lofgren 25 ] 300nm %8402k B Gt A [ 41
W Ke VR ) Sprague Dawley (SD) B, %53 & BUAE | 6%
MY B ZERTEE T N B R ER N B R N R T
AW R B R AR T PSR HAR R Y R 5 R 4R
HABWI R . B S5S AR RBIR  TL R ) 52 S/ i .
R ) 2 [R) X 5 AR R PE TE 22 57
2.2. 3 AT AT ERAGIRMG  AHOCHF SR AT WG AT 5]
PRI A 25401 5 K o R e A8 ] i foff 00 R SR A5 1 AR
PEEARTT O AT LEET IE SR SR A AL IR (0 R - e 4
JgaT=" RS2 AN AN R R (RPE) 40 i nl
B EOEIRB A L K AR 1] B Y B S
DL IR T2 Y7 25 B8 0% 568 o' Y5 FE S35 24 v s ok 40 1) g
P47 , e T BOCIRAZ 28 AL IR €6 2 | flz AR PR
T AT BRERS e H B PR RO AR L S R
kg 191) 412 A5 JTIE S L I9X 65 3 0 v T g R0 % 't 45
A v AR A A% ) L R 14 % 1 DY SR A2 4 X S 4
BT AZ PR, B SR TR S T S s A0 o) S R R A
B A 5 82 () B4 T DL S TS i 00 IR B B 1) 2 Ak
R, FTICHEAER bR 6 R R AR Az 25 AT AR
P | AR M AR M S Sy AT DL ' K B S A O 2 IR
%{3%%{22‘237 R
2.2. 4 RUEXTER ARG S XS AR A 45 405 0 AR A | £
JE S BRETR AR R SR T i S A0 P R 2 4
PAT  ARRR S T e S o P R AR O L T 3
FA)A00 DO B S g P A3 1 T B0 I K A B B A e
DRG0 AT 30 N R A 2k BT AL AT e
HE G o] A 20 M L A K B SR I R AR R
B RRBi Gl 8 5 T 5 S 2 B 1 Connexind3 151477,
I PR AR b iz 240 i ] B e L, AT S A R R
HBE A 51 R I E R,
2.2.5 HAXMIRAIG  BOLRER T 2R SHGHUR
PR — RO RO T B AR LU A
AR R 2 P O S5 4, I 2 R DX A5 43 ) i SR B Ry ™
i, ORBER RO EEE RSB E LR R
FE B, 1) ATk S P ANIURE 2 1] T i B ks B, e &
IRBNTUAR 22l LA 2R IR () O ' e VR 7 IR e ] A
G SN KR i e A 8 e e VN = v A
Wi B P A & RIVEA
3 RITFEMMERER M

T SCE R Yot iR 20 2L 2 i, HR 0 2L i 405 2 5
M P o, AT DA 5 G %o WL o 4% T P R )

H AT AR Z )

3.1 RTFRIMMARFN  HF TAHLUE 1998 41y
AR R R S AT S B ) R
P SO O O 5 R IO B ) 43 3 AR AR AR R R AR
IET0 , BBE D HAG SRR 1 43 ERE 7, I8 S AT LA Ay
FEMRG2E R G R AR b e . T 322 B i i B X A
fig. AT WOGH T B ARG 2V E AT 5 DR B B 451 5
XA AN R R B R i T il AT I 8 o R X
FELELRIR DNA FIAH (2 2% S AL B A D Be S5, vl g A
ARG - A 1 Sh AR AL — Ak FH R B AR
MBS M T RS PR T KN F R R iR
TR A B, Hafezi 257 LS 2G5 1 B
AR DR AL T 25 el 8 38 DNA 24 L R 1 Rz 40 iy
FIE AN A5 DNA 2467 R B & A4 A il SR a4
i, SE AL HE B AG T AT LR ik DNA?- | ki ik
HBEM AL S EO T AT AN A AE T R A
FeAb 5t ATl ARG A A A s e UR kR B AR S 1k
T340 IR BE TR T X5 AS [ B % B Ar 5 e 2R i
TR o AR A 9] 2 30 A DR AR i 25 A i A i S
PR, T DR AR 58 A el AR SR 3 ik AR AL Ay e 4
SRAEFIG R, HUiR AL e LA 5 1) DR AR, X
AR A 2N R AR, AT K =z 8 R T T 5 T R IR L
KR AR B RA G, — ELAD TR AR A T B AL L 1
R R A7 PR S e ) P s T A A
o WIE , PR R R EUE 69% ~ 80% |, 45 IHI B 1
HERIT R EUE 82% ~ 88% , Il J& S Ak ik A (1 i)
PEEACTK R BUE R A 90% L I X SR S B T MK
TR, FRE E AR 60% LU BB T TS Yt
MR

B2 KT RNIIT L BREER RN XS LU R —
FIOE ek Ak | B S8 R GeAE I 5e X 224 T XA [R]
23 (AU A 1E 5% G IR0 B8 T, w] LA B) 42 S Lo R ik
TERL RS b 2 B B i, AR T 1 I I ) Zh e R
FE— AR R T AR B T A IR BRAT: faf 35
SRR AR A B 2 A0 I R R 45 AR A 3 AT 5 R X LA
JEIE BRAM Ak, 7 85cd/m’ Y IABEH 439 6. 0c/d
AR AR B %) U SRR (contrast sensitivity, CS) {E 7, BIA
AR 43 v 2 AR AAR G fiE 1 B "™, WL s 28 R ¢
) 72— P8 2 IR A AP B %) b e Bt 286 e, A B S R
JE A BT (455 78— P2 3y e A BT b SRR e i
Ko SLIBT T P RE A X LL BB0URR BE T B (contrast sensitivity
function, CSF) ZEAIRNT U BE T BB, 414 FH 5 14 B B AR P
H,CSF FETA XS L EE Y TR, RLOGE W Rl AR X T i
FEAR 5 L I NG B2 , RO AT LA A3 S N B Sl ok
RERZ G, BT AN S0 43 98 7 {H A BRI 57 S5 AN, 5 4
DU 850 1 oF L B AR, 52 i 0 B 7 o BB R AN A
R EEA A RIDEIR 55K G R e A
FE AV ST S5l S S 7K T B S S i T R A A 5 R
PR R FE 202 TR P 45 Je DA o 5 2% Jee Ol 5 T [ 14
FXE A 7= A 18 S S T P A R B A BEK i A
JEHEIR | P P8 2 A HR 2 3 g 220 ' 1 et
R G fE L 4 /0, WO PR 785748 22 | R I 25 W R B i
AR B IR R sl o AR T RE R 2 W i RSe (2R
106¢d/m” ) B, i A B 13 A R AL 090 g2 iy 2 2 W AL e T o
FESCBRAETE R SR S AT N A 56T, i T4k iy 55 5% 1M 2
S5 MRS SR BN AR R B AR RS BT,

531



EPRRRIRS
B81%:029-82245172 83085628

2010F38 ZE10% ZE3H  www. JO.en
EB=F5:1J0. 2000@ 163. com

BRMRRERRRZOE , AT B BB B I A+
IR ek AR 3 ) R E AR SR A, TE S5 X #E
R B R RFRAZOL 7655 IR rh AR R
TERREE REFEE, HJ, AERAE K A A oG
BF L EMERARSS AL, H AU B NG, Wi A
2R BRI B0 Sk L LB 8 N R, T 2
FIE RIS R IH L 2R Y M OGR4 Rk
W, OGS T 2R AT DL L 8 D8 DI RS ), A5 1
BN FR I BE 2 40 L 30% , IER T B2 20% |, S v
ERT 7%,
3. 3XTFEANERRMNRMEIIGER I AL =5
(T i ML A A A DGR (B R | = JFOE A Rk
EOCANE , nT™ A i (IR 40 25 (T BE
o PR JULAC 47 484 T B80S 2 e 05, g i — > © 5655 (8 B9
MUBERRIT X TP RS 0 ROGAR SR , I8 (0% IR 32
PSRN, (58 D A2 B0, B AR = A e 55
SEARALIE AR AR = G T RE , 7 A 1) 322 SRR - T AR X
235 ) A — P R LA R G P LR AR 22, o822 90 A 1 G R
PRI BT RGO A 8 /K- HEA T P28 XU A
A BT RIAR A P ™ A2 = 42 (e . W6 AR 2 )8 5
RS, RN 22, AbRse E—— S8 5t
SEPE IR HTE ISR IR 2 5 & 1 =A%, J5 RS Ak
PUBR LS RT 1Y =A% o OUHR B RE S~ X 7 A2 A5 i
N BURR 6 S RE S RS ST IR R

25 BT &R TS Gt AR50 580 % A AN R, 52
M EE R/ INAS — 33K 7 AT A B TR A B 23S
5, AT AR 356 52 i i A7 ) ) B8y MG 7 R e, 23 A AT
ke BEAERL L
Sk
e, A, AL, B A AR 21 200 A i3 AR (0, 3% |
AR 7 DA PEAE RGBT 5T, TR AE 2008544 (1)
50-55
2 SEET AL QIR dbnt: NRZEES H iR 1988 :466
3 VEZE. AR AR B AR X IR AR B . b AR EERL A 2k 200555
(5).:79-83
4 RFH. ISMI. VT2 S PO B R4 AL 2007 :323-325
5 Hempel M , Hinkelbein W. Eye sequelae following external irradia-
tion. Recent Results Cancer Res 1993 ;130 ;. 231-236
6 ZE R FRARHRELE. Aol dEat. ARV R 2005 1422
7 SRONAE. IRAIM. Ut g B AR Rk 20072391
8 Shields CL, Shields JA, Minelli S, et al. Regression of retinoblastoma
after plaque radiotherapy. AmJ Ophthalmol 1993 ;115(2) .181-187
9 Inagaki S , Kotani T. Lens formation in the absence of optic cup in rat
embryos irradiated with soft X2ray. Vet Ophthalmol 2003 ;6(1) :61
10 VNI, ST, 45 5 — SR AR BUA M M A5 B 52 TR A
HRVLTRRG % 2008518 (2) :20-21
11 % KIS AL SRS PRI h E R BE 2 200656 (1)
160-162
12 A MG, SEAMANS AR RR A AFIRZM. BREE S HL B2 2 200252
144-148
13 WHAE, koe B0 | 45, I AR B8 B2 0 R S B A A R AR L e
J ek AR B0 RIS hARIR AR 2003539(6) :361-364
14 Dong X, Ayala M, Lofgren S, et al. Ult raviolet radiation induced
cataract : age and maximum acceptable dose. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci
2003 ;44 (3) : 1150
15 Lofgren S, Michael R, Soderberg PG. Impact of age and sex inult
raviolet radiation cataract in the rat. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci 2003 ;44
(4) : 1629
16 Iso MOM. Experiment on Visual cell by nature and men:in search of

treatment for photoreceptor degeneration. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci

532

1989;30(12) :2430-2450
17 B4 AR, TR 55 B AR 40 M A B 0/ AR M
AR B 474 . AR IRBEA AR 2005 541(5) :434-438

18 JEIBKAR. W] TG IR AR Xof 5% 3% g A AT I A 65,22 | B2 A e frg s . o
AR 2R 2002;18.227-230

19 ERIA: . AT WX I AR I AL R €0, 3% T e A Y S Ak
R, HARIRIO 245 1996512(3) :174-176

20 Ang J, Seko Y, Tokoro T, et al. Observation of ultrastructural chan-
ges in cultured retinal pigment epithelium following exposure to blue
light. Graefe’s Arch Clin Exp Ophthalmol 1998 ;236(9) :696-701

21 Gorgels Tgmf, Van Norren D. Ultraviolet and green light cause different
types of damage in rat retina. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci 1995;36(5) .
851-863

22 West SK, Rosenthal FS, Bressler NM, et al. Exposure to sunlight
and other risk factors for age-related macular degeneration. Arch Opthalmol
1989;107(6) :875-879

23 Taylor HR, Munoz B. The long-term effects of visible light on the
eye. Arch Ophthalmol 1992;110(1) :99-100

24 AW A . R DA L I 22 T A B BT 5. B
VLB 2008332(3) :178-181

25 Fik, TAESC, sl 45w T R A X G IR AR AR L e A
P2IWAF1 & Cyclin E XA, MBS 2% 55 J4 7K 2004 ;
6:324-327

26 Ye J, Yao K, Zeng Q, et al. Changes in gap junctional intercellular
communication in rabbits lens epithelial cells induced by low power den-
sity microwave radiation. Published in: Chin Med J ( Engl) 2002;115
(12) .1873-1876

27 ScheflerAC, CicciarelliN, FeuerW,

oma: evaluati on of tumor contr ol, local complicati ons and visual

et al. Macular retinoblast

outcomes for eyes treated with chemotherapy and repetitive foveal laser
ablati on. Ophthalmology 2007 ;114(1) :162-169

28 AR, M. RS At AR ikt 2008 :292-293

29 Barron MJ, Johnson MA, Andrews RM, et al. Mitochondrial abnor-
malities in ageing macular photoreceptors. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci
2001 ;42 :3016-3022

30 Marc RE, Jones BW, Watt CB, et al. Extreme retinal remodeling
triggered by light damage : implications for age related macular degenera-
tion. Mol Vis 2008 ;42(14) :782-806

31 Hafezi F', Marti A, Munz K, et al. Linght-induced apoptosis : differ-
entiating in the retinal and pigment epithelium. Exp Eye Res 1997 ;64 .
963-970

32 Godley BF, Shamsi FA, Liang FQ, et al. Blue light induces mito-
chondrial DNA damage and free radical production in epithelial cells. J

Biol Chem 2005 ;280:21061-21066

33 Carmody RJ, Mcgowan AJ, Cotter TG. Reactive oxygen species as
mediators of photoreceptor apoptosis in vitro. Exp Cell Res 1999 ;248 .
520-530

34 AT /N AR AL T R R TR R R B TR X SR . sl 4R 2009 ;
24(2) .53

35 Howe JW, Mitchell KW. The objective assessment of contrast sensi-
tivity function by electrophysiological means. Br J Ophthalmol 1984 ;68
(9) :626-638

36 AR, W, BRI, TEH A U R RRE. I BRIR A ek
2007;7(4) :1060-1062

37 T, ETH AT S RLOGR AR BB AT SRR IR AR
PRIEFE M. IRAL 2008;17(5) :316-321

38 BEE. HDEE IR A5, Jbat . AR TA: Hk: 2004 :182-183

39 A, 5 B vp SR RZ S A8 Y 52 . Al b . 200852
33-34

40 WP JE], R BB, RL R 2 AT BB S 38 R .
R BE 2R 2007;28(1) :16-17

41 JEAGE , AF2 201 55 e A P 106 5 @ sE ML B 6TS
R 5PEAL. P IR B 2% 200333 :58-59

42 2RV SEARRLSERIT I B R S IRBHRT 2 1995515 (1) -
57-59



