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Abstract

e AIM: To study the femtosecond small incision lenticule
extraction (SMILE) intraoperative appear opaque bubble
layer (OBL) group and the control group visual quality
whether there are differences.

e METHODS: A prospective cohort study were enrolled
from Jun. to Sep. 2015 in 116 cases of refractive surgery
center of PLA included 116 eye hospital for SMILE
patients. Intraoperative OBL were divided into OBL
group (51 eyes) and control group (65 eyes). The best
corrected visual acuity on the follow-up of OBL group
and control group before and after operation on 1,3 and

38

6mo after the operation best corrected visual acuity
(BCVA), modulation transfer function cut off frequency
(MTF,,..«), Strehl ratio (SR), objective scattering index
(OSI) and total higher - order aberrations ( RMSH),
vertical coma (C7), horizontal coma (C8) and spherical
aberration (C12) differences in visual quality index.

¢ RESULTS Fixed in the preoperative and postoperative
each time point to compare the differences of BCVA
between OBL group and control group were not
statistically significant ( P>0.05), OBL group and control
group of BCVA in each time point comparison between
3mo and 6mo respectively compared with the
preoperative difference was statistically significant ( P<
0.05), the two groups BCVA after 3mo and 6mo were
significantly better than preoperative. OBL group and
control group in SR, MTF_,,.«, OSI, C7, C12, RMSH were
statistically significant different at each time point 6 index
(P<0.05), and C8 had no statistical difference at each
time (P>0.05). There was statistical significance of
RMSH index in 1mo after operation in OBL group and
control group (P<0.05).

e CONCLUSION: There is no significant effect on the
quality of recovery after surgery, and the effect of OBL
on the visual quality of patients during the SMILE
operation is small.

o KEYWORDS.: femtosecond small incision lenticule
extraction; opaque bubble layer; prospective cohort
study; best corrected visual acuity; visual quality
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B 89 . F 5 A% B S )Z (opaque bubble layer, OBL) Xf &
RO /IN) O ff T 3R BT 375 % B H R (femtosecond small
incision lenticule extraction, SMILE ) 55 34 F1L5¢ Jii 12 1Y 52 W]
77 3% R RIS 1 A S BF 5207 5, R M A 2015 -06/09
TEMRRCZE DY -L O IR B B2 B S Ot TR b 47 SMILE B4
116 1] 116 AR, 4% BEOR )& 75 72 4= OBL 435 OBL 41 (51
AR ) FX B ZH (65 BR ), BT OBL 415 XF R 41 () BfF 5 %
GAEARF ARG 1.3 6mo i AR IEM F1 (BCVA) (i
4% 136 R B 1E 23 [A) 451 % ( modulation transfer function cut
off frequency, MTF ) J4F51 K LE (strehl ratio, SR) MR
N & ST 45 20 (objective scattering index, OSI) | 4= iR &5
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SR AEARFT ARG 25 B 5 F#R OBL 4 55 %) 4
6] BCVA MR TS E L (P>0.05) , OBL 4 FIX}
HEZH Y BCVA 21 N8B ]S ] s R AR S 3 .6mo 43
MERBAMH L 2Z R AT ¥E X (P<0.05), 4K
BCVA 7EARJG 3, 6mo 34 5 L T AR i ; OBL 41 At it 4l
M EI SR, MTF ., OSI, C7, C12, RMSH 6 MEFR1ES
Asf 1) A (B b e 22 52 A G i 2 3 L (P<0. 05) , 1l C8 $/ 4%
TEAABTTH) R 22 R g T2 & L (P>0.05) ; RMSH 4§
FRIEARJG 1mo B 7E OBL 415 %} R4 (7] 22 R A Ge it ¢ &
X (P<0.05),

ZEi . SMILE TR OBL 977 A= % AR 5 e 35 005 o
H WK ETEAR G 6mo B JC ] &5 e, Atk SMILE F AR i
TP OBL (77 A % £ 3 L3 I 2 RS2 M 38 /)8
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03lF

REEOE /N A R R O R I R (femtosecond
small incision lenticule extraction, SMILE ) /& by —Fi#r i) F
ARIr=, B 00 I RO 5T Bos H B A R4 F R R
U SMILE i #f1 B O FARIEA T “ it
167 HRE 2 F AR MR T AR M3, AR5 T
RS AR , WS KA JC9R . SR SMILE AT s}
B, LI R A AR K TR I R 17 75 AS WA 1R %
ARGEA RO R T 2 B A L R
1B WU )Z (opaque bubble layer, OBL) , HJE 7 £ AR
Je AL 5 E A PN AN i R DL TE , A BIE ST B A AT L
3 OBL J& 75520 SMILE 8% AR5 #5 Ji&
1 X &MF*E
1.1 335 RIS BRI 58 )5 ik, R4 A 2015 -
06/09 7E it 72 00 -£ PUBR B} 2= B Ji 0% F AR op oL #4178 o
FARIEE 116 ] 116 R, LA IR A HFFRXT R, 45232
SMILE F-AAH H Bl OBL H 44 A OBL 41, K i 3 OBL &
YANTIRA , AW R AI AT 120 Bl E S5, RV
SR 4 15, R UF R 3.3% ,0BL 4 3 B (R ii%
5% ) WHIRA 1Bl (KVIFR1.7%) ,NE 2R G FE
M(P=0.769) , K55 N R A I i AN R Z ks 5 5
BT . A AN OBL 41 51 A R4 65
B, WL AREA RO S 45 4 TE A5 00 A FT 2255, SR
SERRAS ¢ K H b A L[] 25 5 T 4[] 4% 3 4R AR AIE DT
WU AR BREE BEBE K1 K2 AR IR R B R A
2 R ZEF LG FE X (P>0.05) , A BTt
PR, 1, AZERRIE. (1) 2 SMILE FARIENIE, A &
EFE SMILE FARIT =5 (2) ARBITA B %5 T AR
TS 5 (3) SHOE B 5 HLAR 6. Smm , fI IR B2
7.3mm, 1§)F 120pm, 1Y) 2mm; (4) OBL i £ 5 i 1 £
20% (295 FAMEDE 174 22 FR) DL, OBL F %2 H BLYE 0%
A AIENE 5 (5) BEEDEIHEAT Bl (6) I AEHF IEM
NAE 4.9 LA L, HEERARIE : (1) 34505 36 T BT & 1
PUHTE OBL; (2) B8 4 LT ; (3) A A b B H Al I
KIE; (4) RIGATeAEFR B b vs i i & . F AR i [A]l—

FAREEINGE N, AT T A 5 12 810G (b 7R 22 E
B ) M AEAC AR N | 28 fif T4 A DO L D s B e 2 A 2R
Z: 5ot
1.2 A%
1.2.1 EMIRBAGE A7 WcEE s 19 76 AR Hir 34 5475 S
SRAE 0 B BT AR RS G AN BER WURR S 50 6 G A
PRHR A R AE T IEAR 7 (BCVA) |, A I B AR A U &, AR
R A 6, R AT R A, B MR A IR A 55, ff
oI PR Pentacam HR {5 43 A A HEA 70 &
1.2.2 OQAS™M | EMMERES RS AN ET
FEAERE B NIEAT L X ECARRT B AR S P AL 18 i 4% 326 b
Bk 1k 25 8] 4% % ( modulation transfer function cut off
frequency ,MTF ) JIrH# 51 ZK L (strehl ratio, SR) IR A
B HUT 8 L (objective scattering index, OSI) , b3 P20
TARHI 5 AN [ B 8] 8 00 o
1.2.3 KATRENE BTG EN &G &, &5k
TEHEAERE IR R RS 10min, 25 B34 1 L H AR O AR
e B2 o U S S TS B NI 1 N e NI R 1
RMSH (2R = B4 2%) B C7 (T EE2%) C8(KFE2%)
M CI2(Bk2E) .
1.2.4 FRFZE  SMILE FARNH] VisuMax KEMEHOL &
GElE A ORI BUE 5, A B Y (R 44 B
SETEFAR . FARTTIEN A VisuMax REMEOE R 48 58
SMILE F-A AP BRANT « o1 3 T RR AR 245 7K — ¢, 6 KL o
VEAS A SRS PRIV AR 2 A 2 IR R, 8 8 A TR Y7 IR
e AR AR K S A B TG BRI Ty A HIR A TR JRR e R
257K MR N VH W, R 05 [ 5E 4 1R W5 36, R R
BB HAFBLE N7, W08 85 L (i O R
JERRE S |, fo £ FBE 5 He P B 42, IR A 47 o | R £ TR
WS 1 52 N5 RS 3 Visu Max  KEMIEOG RS HEAT VDI, 4R
N 500kHz, BE 1K 110 ~ 120n], #3 [ HE 4 3wm ; £ B0 15
& 7. 3mm, JBJE 120um, % 506 X 6. 5mm, iF ¥ X A
0. Lmm; M0 KN4 R 2mm , 50 T _E 5, 410 £ B 25 R
90 B, S¢ A B fa 2R HT AR G4 S M NI I TR ER
WOCOIH], SREASTF AR S 78 6 T #84E , m
TR i S (L A B

Gt 3 A AR B Y92k 1 Epi Data 8/ #E 17 5%
NGB RIS SR BN S AR Tl e 1) =X O 80
SEAMERE, Ge it o3 R SPSS 17. 0 #3017, Fird 4L
P 2R B AR UE 22 AT HE IR X T — AR IE B8R
MSTREAS ¢ K50 LU H2H B) 22 57 s BCVA TEAS [R] i 7] 552 22 [
(%) 2H 8] AR F o 5 00 6 1 0B BY J 22 03 B s Ao
Xof A A9 A 5 0T G 1 RS S8 I T 8 R AE 4 A4 B R] S (R
A, ARJG 1.3 .6mo) 34T T H & 3 HIUE, R H
A W (0 7 28 43 BT AT BOR VP, DR 5 I 5y 2 4%
B e G AT Up Jr 26 50 B < BROG BR 7 25 40 15, Gn 2R 0 2
“RROR R IR AR AL IE R F S, G0 2 < Bk
XFR” 5%, 7] B Greenhouse — Geisser , Huynh — Feldt I
Lower — bound = Ff Jy 3% X} F FAH #F 47 & 1E, {2 LA
Greenhouse—Geisser B H F , AW 58 W0 B85 Y9 A 15 2 < Bk
XFER” R 15, & Greenhouse — Geisser 32 #1745 1E 46 56
P P<0.05 NZESA G
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F1 MABAAREEEREREXFATNESIEEL RILE xEs
Sapi! IR AR (2 BREE(D) FEEE(D) K1(D) K2(D) CCT( pum) R & ( mmHg)
OBL H 51  25.73%4.47  -4.27+1.27  -0.51%0.53  43.04x1.56  43.92x1.83 553.02+21.75 17.671.35
papilcE| 65 25.23%3.84  —4.62%1.12  -0.62+0.52  42.67+1.56  43.69+1.60 548.72+23.57 17.581.66
! 0. 640 1.545 1.098 1.277 0.726 1.008 0.287
P 0.523 0.125 0.275 0.372 0.469 0.316 0.770
7 : OBL £ . R HH 1 OBL; X B 20 . Aok i 3 OBL,
F2 WAHARTRARFERES BCVA LR x*s
415 iR %K AR ARJE Imo  AJF3mo  AJ5 6mo
OBL 41 51 5.04x0.07 5.00+0.12 5.07+0.05 5.08x0.04
X HE2H 65 5.03+0.57 5.01+0.11 5.07+0.04 5.09+0.04
F 0.089 0.206 1,378 0.105
P 0.766 0.651 0.254 0.746
. OBL 2 . R 8 OBL; X HRAL . R R H #E OBL,
*3 FWAHEEREHATIERMBEIERESNEFENTILRER Xxs
o . " - . . . P
AR 24 ] HR %% A A AJG 1mo ARJF 3mo AJG 6mo W e XAl
SR OBL# 51  0.32+0.07  0.26+0.09  0.28+0.08  0.29:x0.08 0. 195 <0.001 0.674
YL 65 0.32+0.08  0.28+0.09  0.29+0.08  0.31x0.07 0.003
MTF,, .« OBLZH 51  44.60+4.13 41.7622.86 42.01+3.41 42.09+3.94 0.94 <0.001 0.55
SIRZE 65 44.16+3.12  42.09+3.19  42.59+2.09 42.98=+1.81 <0.001
0SI OBLA 51  0.50+0.22  1.05+0.37  0.9920.32  0.76=0.18 0354 <0-001 0.055
YR 65 0.50+0.21 1.15+0.51  0.78+0.26  0.73x0.17 <0.001
c7 OBLA 51  0.07+0.16  -0.09+0.26 -0.04x0.14 -0.09=0.18 0707 <0-001 0.061
YL 65 0.08+0.15  -0.03x0.20 -0.09+0.17 -0.08x0.17 <0.001
c8 OBL#H 51 -0.04x0.18 -0.03x0.21 -0.03x0.24  0.04=0.20 0. 504 0.064 0. 101
SHEZ 65 -0.02+0.09 -0.06x0.24 -0.01x0.14 -0.030.17 0.241
C12 OBLZH 51  0.01x0.13  0.1620.24  0.17+0.13  0.08+0.17 0. 131 <0.001 0.50]
YL 65 0.02+0.12  0.13x0.18  0.11x0.11  0.10=0. 14 <0.001
RMSH OBL4 51  0.37+0.19  0.6420.49  0.4820.25  0.42x0.12 0.01 <0.001 0.008
YRR 65 0.33+0.09  0.45+0.30  0.41x0.17  0.41x0.12 <0.001

7 OBL 4H . AR i 3 OBL; % B 2H . AR b ok Hi B OBL,

2R
2.1 HARMREARS & E A BCVA kR RHZHE
AT 225007, K B OBL 2H 5% MRZH A 43 4H I & 7
T AR i M A S 4R 5 BCVA He 25 Rege 243 X (P>
0.05) 5 HYR, XoF 1 28 ] f10 00 o 6 A 43 300 146 4 7 B IR 26 (e (]
N2 ) A 77 224347, OBL 4L AN BRI AR5 3 .6mo [F]
RATH L ZE R BG4 L (P<0.05, WFE2), M4l
BEARE 1mo M1 52 BB (HFUR I AH LE 22 7 L4 1t
X (P>0.05) ,KJ5 3. 6mo BCVA E T AN H2ZESH
Gt X,
2.2 M4 OQASTMII FREBIHEEIEFREL TR  BH XM
2 [ (R 0 8 AR R A T B PR 3R () PR 3R ) i A o 25 4
M, PR 458 bR 7E OBL 21 At 8 4 () [ 25 i [] 114 22 4k
T, 45 58 W oR SR,MTF ., OSI, C7, C12, RMSH 6 4~
T bR BE A 1] B A8 1k 78 P 26 P9 45 B ) 1 22 R 3 A 42
T2 R L (P<0.05) , C8 T br bifi 75 1 18] (1) 28 AL 78 PR 20 TN 2%
SEGITFE X (P>0.05) , £ 3,

Z R ZEH & 7 22 0 Hr 9 45 5 7% RMSH $8 bR A

40

3R R (B R Z AR S BAE R i — 20 R 7 22
AIAFEXT AN I ) A5 T 4 1] RMSH F8 bR A7 LA (e 4) , &
PAEAR T 1mo I RMSH 7EFi4H ] 22 54 48t 2¢ = X (P =
0.012) ,0BL 41 & 3 & T4 B2, R L KX ARJS 3 .6mo P
I 2R TCG 4 L (P>0.05) ; HABFE R TE 4 H &
F iR HGI2EE L,

2.3 WAHRK OQAS™ Il HF 3 IE#r MTF_, ., SR #1 OSI 4%
FEMETSAE AL 4 4B ) o5 4 PR B R 3R (IR RI RTER)
A DT 225087, /0 Hr MTF, . SR il OSI 45 4iE 1 45 1k
(%3), WAANARE 1.3 6mo 705 5AHT AL, 45K T
7N MTF,,, F1 OSI 22 5% Giit 77 5 L (P<0.05) . X fE4
SR RJ& 1mo FIARF L 25 5 H Ge it 2% 3 L (P<0.05),
OBL 41 SR RJ5 1 3mo FIARFIAH kb 22 F 346 Git2= 8 X
(P<0.05), MTF,, ,Hl OSI FMIARFIH L £ RAGGiH%E
X (P<0.05) , VARG 1 .6mo AT i = 8 3 T I
2.4 WA K RMSH LK% C7.C8.C12 RU4FEETH W
2 4 B[R] AL R FHERL R 2R (R ] 2R ) B 02 I o 22
ST, 23 BT RMSH & €7 .C8 il C12 X 4 AL FE M
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&4 WHE RMSH 784 B i8] & 8] B bL 35 xXEs
2H 51 HR % AHI AJE Tmo ARJ5F 3mo ARJG 6mo
OBL 41 51 0.37£0.19 0.64+0.49 0.48+0.25 0.42+0.12
X A 2H 65  0.33+0.09 0.45+0.30 0.41+0.17 0.41+0.12
F 2.734 6.555 2.694 0. 200

P 0. 101 0.012 0.103 0.655

1 OBL 41 . R HU B OBL; X HEZH . Rk H B OBL,

Zernike S} TEZE R (% 3) , ARG 1.3mo FA R L5,
gER IR C7 C12 ZRAS %2 L (P<0.05),0BL 4
RMSH AR J5 1mo M A & 22 %A G it 23 X (P<
0.05) , % HEZH RMSH ARJ5 1.3 6mo FIARFIAH L 22 5 FH
Giit R L (P<0.05) . P EE C8 A J5 45 I ] s AR
HIAA 22 2 4122 2 L (P>0.05) , L% 3,
31T

RAPHOGS S —Fh T 2T AMEOE , HAOE ik 58 1 R &
RO, HL A ik ol ik [ | 06 i Dy 56 A A A LAY
Sekundo BEA= Al Blum B A i H VisuMax K FP G 7% 5 AL
SEIES 1 R EOGIE BEBUR AR R B BOE S R
PiE 5 B R (femtosecond lenticule extraction, FLEX ) |
2008 4F- i Sekundo %' IE i . SMILE FARYI T 2 ~
dmm , FilVETE (cap) 11 AE M (flap ) , 18 T B £ BRI i 5
e, SEEL T /NYIE O B

1 X PR I R T RO e S G AR A
IR CRDHON L 3 55 U B AR R R AP B oI D) 1 B T
B VIR A BA B 10 22 v A 30 e ] e,
AR R L %5, SMILE Ji5 A B Skt ik &2 m bl 20 0 K
A= W) 12 BE R £ R 1 56 B M A A 545 T, SMILE
FARAM ER ORI Z A3 BT EEMN
W7 RS 25 %5 R UK A 5 IR AT 383 P, SMILE
FRETZMNHFTHRK, 2452 ZFARAEC B
100000 ', SR SMILE FAR B4 R4 5¢ 5, H AT
R R, BT 43— B AR DT I R 28 16 8 R 48, i 5
RPEFEZ IR, FAREREMERE K, Hk SMILE 78 F- AR A7
FEREA B IF KORE, QN3 B AR B, X R JE L) BE B i 4K
KU BB B B RS

pi ] v R U Y Y U & S K BUR A Y
B, BT B B AR R R, 7 A ORI A R E I X
B DIERFITHR R KA AR B OBL 2 fifi £ BE /K i
IR Gn Rt 25 B4R 1Y OBL 23 [ AL IX B, AT e 2 52 i
RIS K ik 520 Kaiserman 25 & 3L AR f OBL
Xt A JE RSB A R (H AR R = M RR B, Liu
AEPUIRIE A H OBL R A )G M7, (HAJG 1mo B 5 HR
Xof AU R R . Han 252 JRHF9T SMILE 8 1E H
JE S ALA S5 I R AR, 45 B R AR5 4a, SMILE FA B &
AT (92% )T 8045 T 20720, BF5E 340 575 5 B 1% 2%, &
2% BRE RO, VIR G 6mo ~4a 223 BG4
X, AR ES R B R MR HE BCVA ZRESITFE X,
WERH T F AR 3 OBL (B H A AR5 T, P4l
PN 454 Bsf T 5 FR AR o4, OBL 4L RIS IR A AR S 3 .6mo
FUARTTAR A 22 A Goih 23 S0, 25 3 Uil T OBL 411l
XtHRZH R F ARG BCVA T ARG, P41 & Bk 20
BITRCR A BT A HAB BT 78 45 B 493652 T SMILE F A&
MO ARCHE 22 MTF, 1 SR, R B B0 5E 5

I, Miao 55 HF5E AP G/ INI) 11 36 35 B B AR5 11
e E AT AL WA B T i A0 M, B AR 45 R R SMILE TR
X AR AR S LE B i 2 R, OST AR 5 L BU(E
HIR L, BIARSE 3mo #5238 TARHIAK . A58 ] 5 7R 70 41
BHEARIE1.3.6mo MTF,_, 1 SR EY/NF ARG, MiE AR
Je IR E | B 3 KB TR AT, OSI AR J5 34 K, $2
V€0 0: by N i B 2 NI 6T T SO [ 5 4 N 5 L o NU 8
ZEHULHH T SMILE A J B PN HICH 35, 9050 it s 42 3
R, PRYLERHE MTF . OSI SR £ 53 LG 275 X, Ui
OBL X} 5 5 R P H8 5O W 2 i

Sekundo 251 3R EWFFE SMILE AR J5 6mo P58 5 5 43
Br , WH9E s SMILE AR5 m B 22 3K 22 B8 22 R T
MR, AT IE 2O i PR BT Y SMILE A J5 #0525 43 #r
SMILE FARJG 2a, S s B2 Bk 2 M 225 7 i EH 5 R
AT ERAGITFE X, AR B SWHEBEE ARG
1.3 Fl 6mo C7,C12  RMSH 4% A §ij 48 K, [7 LA A: (1) BF
FEI70 ST LA 19 LASIK A LLER 22 s 25 o 3
{2 SMILE FAFEZM B EEE2(C7) I E, 1T
REFNG A&7 s 67 Xt H OBL 415 %} BE 41
P B RMSH A3 Gei 2475 L (P<0.05) , A5 6mo B4
BETLGI2EER, A0 LR TR G A
SR BUN A BES B E 56, AR B OBL 1 LU 5
By B RIME 25 5 W B B R B, AR ISR o TR AN O 1, X 2
FRA AT BB A 5 e B, RS AL B E SR 2538
BORTIHG A, Bt A 5 B[] ZE 1, BB B2 TR |, W
0B RMSH M 22 A Goil 248 3, Ui OBL X} &
ARIFAZZE A W) 2 F] 6mo JCHH IR0

TS RS SMILE F AR H H B OBL A& 520
BB R IWIRE (X R S R, FRAT]
FEF ARG AR A N %S ke OBL 1Y 7= 4, ASHIF 5% B (]
AR /N  IR T 2 O KRR AN,
B2k
1 Demirok A, Agca A, Ozgurhan EB, et al. Femtosecond lenticule
extraction for correction of myopia: a 6 month follow—up study. Clin
Ophthalmol 2013 ;7 .1041-1047
2 FME, AW, WK, % KEMEOE 2.0 mm U0 O AR RO A B
B AR 57 IE AR I R A 05T, B IR 24 AR 2014350(9) .
671-680
3 FME. A REMEOCT AR B & R K HAE SMILE A i 1
. ARG SR 4K 2014516(7) :388-393
4 ¥ BRARHE, 3K/N2Z, %5, FS-SBK SBK Hl SMILE /F iF 5 #Jm #L
SIASC R ALSE R B M. AR IR G2 5 L SE R 2 24 A 20145 16
(7) :421-425
S5YRZ, WRKEE, sRIEfS, & WRMBOBBIIN S BB L T i R R
M. ARG S SE R4 44 2014516 (4) :206-210
6 25, EHE, TRk, 2mm Y] 0 SMILE A S5 2 9055 94 IR = 1%
217, rhARSEER IR B2 AR 2015;533(2) :142-148

7 Gertnere J, Solomatin I, Sekundo W. Refractive lenticule extraction
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(ReLExflex) and wavefront — optimized Femto — LASIK: comparison of
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