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Abstract

e AIM: To evaluate the changes of dry eye and tear film
stability after small incision lenticule extraction( SMILE) or
femtosecond laser in situ keratomileusis( FS-LASIK).

e METHODS.: Sixty cases (120 eyes) accepted refractive
surgery from January to June 2015 was retrospectively
analyzed, in which 30 cases (60 eyes) were performed
SMILE( SMILE group) , 30 cases(60 eyes) were performed
FS-LASIK(FS-LASIK group). The symptoms of dry eye,
corneal fluorescein staining(FL), Schirmer | test(S|1t),
tear break-up time (BUT) were observed and compared
preoperatively, 1wk, 1,3 and 6mo postoperatively.

¢ RESULTS: The score of symptoms of dry eye in SMILE
group were 0.36+0.48, 0.15+0.36, and 0.95+0.59, 0.36+
0.60 in FS-LASIK group at postoperative 1wk and 1mo,
the difference was statistically significant, respectively(t=
-5.885, P<0.01;t=-2.370,P=0.019). The score of FL in
SMILE group were 1.13+0.72, 0.68+0.50, and 1.85+0.79,
1.38+0.55 in FS-LASIK group at postoperative 1wk and
1mo, the difference was statistically significant,
respectively(t=-5.149, P<0.01; t=-7.232, P<0.01). The
S| tin SMILE group were 13.11+1.93, 13.81+1. 61, 14.45=
1.51, and 8.76+1.36, 10.60+2. 08, 11.85+2.42mm/5min in
FS-LASIK group at postoperative 1wk,1mo and 3mo, the
difference was statistically significant, respectively (t=
14.228, P<0.01; t=9.459, P<0.01; t=7.042, P<0.01). The
BUT in SMILE group were 11.15+1. 71s, 12. 15+ 1. 69s,
12.51+1.83s, and 8.55+1.19s, 9.68+1.40s, 10.93+1.90s in
FS-LASIK group at postoperative 1wk,1mo and 3mo, the

difference was statistically significant, respectively (t=

50

9.622,P<0.01; t=8.669,P<0.01;t=4.637,P<0.01).

¢ CONCLUSION: SMILE is more comfortable compared to
FS-LASIK with smaller incision, faster corneal recovery
and slighter postoperative dry eye sensation.
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B89 6 A3 BT /N DI ORD IO B 3 4 O R (small
incision lenticule extraction, SMILE ) F1 K #8000 #E 4 7 i
I JFA £ IR R4 R (femtosecond laser in situ keratomileusis ,
FS-LASIK) AR Ji R K JH s e M A8 4k

F5 3k« 43 BT 2015-01/06 760 B A7 A I e T AR
% 60 11120 HR ., H:vp SMILE 4130 11 60 HE , FS—LASIK 41
30 41 60 HR , MELPIAL L H AR FT ARJG 1wk, 1.3 6mo T
HRAEIR 8 HEDE LR YL 8 ( corneal fluorescein staining, FL) |
FLAHYE W 53 WA 5 ( Schirmer T test,S T t) JH BRI 240 ]
(tear break—up time, BUT) fZAE4L , IF8E47XF b 43 #7

#Z5 R .SMILE 20 Al FS—-LASIK 2 AR J5 1wk . 1mo - HR i {k 7]
BATSM43 514 0.36+0. 48 0. 95+0. 59 43;0. 15+0.36 0. 36 +
0.60 7, ZRHAGI2#E X (1=-5.885,P<0.01 ;1=
-2.370,P=0.019), SMILE 4| Fll FS-LASIK 20 &R J5 1wk,
1mo Ay FL ¥F40 0514 1. 13+0.72 1. 85+0.79 43;0. 68 +
0.50.1.38+0.55 73, S HAEG I8 L (1=-5. 149, P<
0.01;¢=-7.232,P<0.01) . SMILE 411 FS-LASIK 41 A
J5 1wk, 1. 3mo 9 S T t 489K 13. 11 +1. 93 8. 76 +
1.36mm/5min, 13.81+1.61 .10. 60+2. 08mm/5min, 14. 45+
1.51 11.85+2. 42mm/5min, 2 5 LB S22 X (1 =
14.228,P<0.01;:=9.459,P<0.01;:=7.042,P<0.01) ,
SMILE 411 FS-LASIK 20 AR5 1wk, 1.3mo #J BUT 435K
11.15+1.71 8.55+1.19s;12. 15+1.69 9. 68+1.40s;12. 51 +
1.83.10.93£1.90s, Z 5 A G52 L (1=9.622,P<
0.01;:=8.669,P<0.01;:=4.637,P<0.01),
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/NI T RORD O F A B BCH R ((small incision
lenticule extraction, SMILE ) Al K AP ¥ 43 F 80O JR A7 FA
JI % 22 R ( femtosecond laser in situ keratomileusis, FS —
LASIK) /& H 8 3= 3 19 f B 6 F R J5 20, FS-LASIK
TR E ) A -5 LA T £ 1 A BRI LA TR
A R ORSERR Y], B R0 Ak A A T
FifasE bt SMILE SZBR T B IE Ao o , 58 2 A7 4%
SRR B TR R G A R T S I TR Z 48 1
i AR B A RS R R B A T B R AT Il B o A
SMILE Fll FS—LASIK Pl AR 75 AR FT AT TR A H B
Dy R A Sy (1
1 X &EFMF*E
1.1 & [\BESHT 2015-01/06 763k BedT A B 6 T
AR EE 60 ] 120 IR 4EHS 18 ~46 %, Hivh SMILE 26 30 4
60 HR ,FS—LASIK 41 30 5] 60 R, SMILE 41 fll FS—LASIK
H AR R 27.148.43 26.54+7.44 % ERTH
AR Y (1=0.401,P=0.690) , A i 25 20 Bk 85 13 %500 il
K-5.74+1.36.-5.88+1.85D, 2 R LG ¥E XL (1=
0.292,P=0.771) , WASRIE ARFIEREEEE -1. 00 ~ —10. 00D,
FEBE<-2.50D; B 2a UL I (BHAEAR AN 2T
~0.50D) 5 {5 1k F0 401 T4 fok % 25 /0 Twke, 5 1 FCAE 1
Rz B 2 /0 3wk, HEBRBRUE . G B RE E  EHE
55000 5 1520 A Sl T S5 [ A A I G o T e e s I
A 3R R SR R A M A R % A A MR ; B TR
IE TRLEA T  fA IR, rp e £ IR L <380 um ; £7 7E 1
Sl MR 728 TR g 5 7 (74 HIR R T 5 A, A AR B 4
FASTE ™ o IR G A5 AN 4 s AR AR i 7 DEHR ™ F 5% e 40
T PR AR R IR A RS AR S
SPR ARV T ARG s 776 & B 254 2R sl A B etk
PN AP AR BRI AARAE ™ E 0 B O FfE 0 5 ™ B T Bl
HITHERIR
1.2 /%

1.2.1 FRAE A FARYHA LR MR — B IR
fEEZLA] VisuMAX REMHOGTE R, BT A B3 AR5 g%
AFETTR JE KT 280wm,, 8 2 UM ML, #R 3% 16 JFR
s, B B R AR R S D R FFIG AR EHG: . SMILE F AR &
FO PO RUZ D) 1 ] £ # J 5 o a3 e AN a1 ) 1, i
B JEBE A 100 wm , VI ELES Y EAZ R 5.8 ~6. Tmm, 1B 1Y B
LB HAR K 1. Omm, V) O BE N 2mm, 38 35 W) O
SrEFETES R )2 R Y] Dok B B, FS-
LASIK F AR B 56 fff A € R 3000 i, AA 1 5 1 oy
110pm , ELAR R 7. 9mm , S F BER 5 R FH 38 [ Ja AR ( Visx—
STAR-S4-1R) #i4r FHOC R Gt AT 8O0 VI

1.22 REAYE REHHTLAEEARD RHERE,4 )/d,
Bl Lwk; BERSER NI IR ,4 W/ d, 542 3mo ; 8K T ik IR
W4 W/ d, BRI 1 IR HFEE Tmo.,

1.2.3WEFZE /0 TARENL ARG 1wk, 1.3 6mo X H
HEATIREE . AR EBA PR EE . (1) H HA A . PR AR A
F1 AR IE R S O R R | A IR BT S
(2) FAEAR . B A ORIk S Jak e K 8% R
F1U T HREEAR SRR 0 ~2 4, TCREAR M 0 43,

—FIEIR A 1 A BIRR B DL ESER 2 0 (3) fa D
W ZE Y% ( cornel fluorescein staining, FL) i £ NS R
ANGIR HEOBRER—ZRIT R0 ~3 4, 05 N TY
1 1 ~30 NEYEE 2 0 >30 KRRl A YN 3
43 R BB 5 220K W K 0 L (4) FERE T VR
4 (Schirmer T test,S T t) :f# ] Smmx35mm €L S &
TR MRFRET Smin BB, (5) JHIEHE 2R ] (tear
break—up time, BUT) : & W7 IR 3 W5 71055 — A f IR
B A B[] S 20 £ 3 U, B3,
Beit2f T . R SPSS 17. 0 e it A 47 88 12 4k
L, TR BORL x ks FaR, XN (] s A] o, AT ) A R k)
R FH S It 500 1) T 25 A R B A T S T A, 45
B[R A 2 ) 2 5 B 3SR ST AR AR o G 56 % B AT 52
V2RO, 45 AL IR 8] 22 5 LR FH LSD - 46560 %o A5 a2t
G200, LL P<0.05 22 R A g2 Em X,
2HR
2.1 FIREMEMRERIES SMILE 4 H1 FS-LASIK 1A
HIFIARJG 1wk, 1.3 6mo [T HRAE 32 WLAE R F 5353 51 Ky
0.05+0. 21 0. 06 0. 25 43,0. 36 £0. 48 0. 95+0. 59 4},
0.15+0.36.0.36+0. 60 43, 0.12+0.32.0. 15+0. 36 4},
0.06+0.19.0.09+0.28 43, = & Il & F 4 14 Jr 22 53 A 41
[i] 22 SR A AT I A Pl TR O X £ 3 T R AE 9 32 08 3F
AR (F=15.877,P<0.01) , #F— 4 XF 8% I} [6] s 15 2 18]
ZFIATMSIAEA ¢ K5 ARG 1wk, Imo WA LK,
A2 18] R AE 1 FEURE AR PE o 1 22 S B it 22 (1=
-5.885,P<0.01;6=-2.370,P=0.019) , RAjFIAJ5 3 .6mo
WAL [E) 22 5 it & X (1=-0.386,P=0.700;1=
-0.529,P=0.598;1=-0.151,P=0.880) ., #&/R” AR5 1mo
N SMILE £ T HR5EARF% T FS—LASIK 4 , RJ5 3mo P4 [H]
THRIER TG 12425 5, A% B[] A 000 (% o) i) 2 S
SyHTIA R, AN TR B[] B A T HIRAEE A 2 URAE R PE 3 AR [R] (F =
59.585,P<0.01) , i —20 R LSD—¢ £ 56 X 45 20 1) s} (]
£ IR LA, SMILE AARFT S5 ARJG 1wk 5 EA
GiiteFE L (1=-5.193,P<0.01) ,MiARAT S5 ARG 1.3 .6mo
1 22 S TG L (1=-16.402,P=0.102;:=-1.230, P
=0.220;t=-0.301,P=0.764) , RJ5 1wk 5RKJ5 1.3 6mo
HZERHA G2 X (1=3.137,P<0.01;:=3.499, P<
0.01;t=4.319,P<0.01) , RJ5 1lmo 5ARJ5 3 .6mo [ 255
TG T2FE L (1=0.362,P=0.682;:=1.182,P=0.181),
ARJF 3mo 5 6mo MERLGHITHE L (1=0.820,P =
0.353) ,FS-LASIK AARHT 5 ARG 1wk Imo Y 22 REA G
T1FE L (1=-10.817,P<0.01 ;1 = -3. 674, P<0. 01 ) , Ifii A i
H5ARJE 3.6mo M ZEFHLEIEE L (1=-1.123,P=
0.263;t=-0.306,P=0.760) , K5 1wk 5RJ5 1.3 .6mo
M2ESEASFE X (1=7.143,P<0.01;t=9.695,
P<0.01;:=10.511,P<0.01) ,RJ5 Imo 5A&RJ5 3 .6mo ¥
ERHEAG ¥ E X (1=2.551,P=0.011;:=3.368,P=
0.001) ,RJ5 3mo 5 6mo 227 TG 124 X (1=0.816,
P=0.415) , #&/~ SMILE ZHARJ5 1wk T HRIER 5 T AR AT,
ARJG 1mo R E 2 AR FIKF- I 4552 € 2 AR5 6mo, FS-
LASIK AR JG 1mo PITHRAEIREE FAH, AJF 1wk THRIE
RIS, Bl K A2 IsF (] 22 K S R 2 i D 5, RS 3mo
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WA EARFIKF, LR E Z ARG 6mo,

2.2 FL &4  SMILE 41F1 FS-LASIK 4 A Ai FIA 5
1wk,1.3 .6mo ¥ FL Kz 2 #F 4343 %)~ 0. 09 £0. 28 .0. 08 +
0.26 4%,1.13+0.72 1. 85+0. 79 43,0. 68 £0.50.1. 38 +
0.5543,0.19+0. 37 .0. 29 +0. 44 43,0. 09 +0. 25 .0. 08 +
0.25 4y, FEEMEEEE T 20 Hr a2 380k
BRI FAR B XA FL A ED AR (F=57.065,P<0.01) ,
i — 25 %) 4% e () A P 20 1) 22 S R AT Jh S REAS ¢ K3, AR
AJG 1wk, 1mo PAZH L, I A] FL ke i o0 1) 22 R oA
GiitFE L (1=-5.149,P<0.01;¢=-7.232,P<0.01) , R i
FIARJS 3 .6mo BHZ[A] 1Y) 22 5 G iH2¢ B X (1=0. 099, P =
0.921;:=-1.352,P=0.179;:=0.254,P=0.800) , &/~
AJ5 1mo P SMILE 20 f i - Bz #5140 T FS-LASIK 4, R
J& 3mo J5 P 2L ] ffy B b Rz 0 25 S R L (P>
0.05) 45k A o 0] 2 L F) FsF 1) 2 S5 0k 40 BT A A, S ] i
) BE () FL A28 ¥E43 AN Rl ( F =208. 869, P<0.01) , #E—
R LSD—t A6 36 % 2% 20 A B 1] 22 S 47 PO R HL A, SMILE
HAARFTESASE 1wk, Imo MZEF HA G4 E L (1=-12.357,
P<0.01;:=-7.010,P<0.01) , i AFT 5AKJ5 3 .6mo 1y
ST HFE L (1=-1.208,P=0.228;:=-0.039,P=
0.968) , RJi 1wk S5ARJF 1.3 .6mo 1273 HAG ¢
X (t=5.347,P<0.01;¢=11.149,P<0.01;¢=12.318,P<
0.01) ,ARJ5 1mo 5ARJF 3 .6mo MERFASRIT¥E L (1=
5.802,P<0.01;:=6.971,P<0.01) , KJF 3mo 5 6mo )22
SIGHFE X (1=1. 168 ,P=0.244) ,FS—LASIK 2 A Hi
HARJE 1wk, 1 3mo M2 R EA G E X (1=-19.066,P<
0.01;¢=-14.015,P<0.01;:=-2.255,P=0.025) , M A
HARJG 6mo MR TG ITH2#E X (1=0.036,P=0.971),
RJg 1wk 5RJG 1.3.6mo 2R HEG I8 L (1=
5.051,P<0.01;:=16.811,P<0.01;:=19.102,P<0.01) , R
J& 1mo 5ARJG 3 6mo MR EALITH2-E XL (1=11.760,
P<0.01;:=14.051,P<0.01) , KJ5 3mo 5 6mo H 22 5 F
Gt E X (1=2.291,P=0.023), #&/~ SMILE 4 R J5
Tmo PIAFTE W] 5 (1) F B b Kz 45403 , RS 3mo PR AR FIZK
S FS—LASIK 4 AR J5 3mo 7776 BH B 1Y £ 5 b Fz #1403,
ARG 6mo k2 EARFI K,

2.3S | tiRWEFR  SMILE 4 Ml FS—LASIK 20 AR HiFIA
J& 1wk, 1.3 .6mo [ S Tt 437K 14.60+1. 77 14. 88 +
1. 73mm/5min,13.11+1.93 8. 76 +1. 36mm/5min, 13. 81 +
1.61 .10.60+2. 08mm/5min,14.45+1.51 . 11.85+2. 42mm/
5min,14.51+1.51 .14. 15+1. 71mm/5min, 5 i 5%
W5 25 AT AL ) 22 S T, AR R i S Tt
ANIA)(F=144.142,P<0.01) , i — 5% 45 Bsf (] 0 744 20 [ 2
ST REAR ¢ K25 A AR ST 1wk, 1 3mo P4 HLAS,
Wi Sh B =R BHA G FE X (1=14.228,P<0.01 ;1 =
9.459,P<0.01;¢=7.042,P<0.01) , RF ARJF 6mo M4
[ 22 R TeGe 245 X (1=-0.883,P=0.379;:=1.242 ,P=
0.217), $#77" R J5 3mo I SMILE 44 S T t i F FS-
LASIK 4, RJ5 6mo WZHE] S [t ZF LGt L (P>
0.05) . 45 A0 g, 00 s L A9 B 1) 25 S A BT A oA, S ) st
EEEH S Tt AR(F=99.215,P<0.01) ,i#—F% ] LSD-
¢ KL B0 X 45 2 B B [ 22 S 1E AT A R EL A, SMILE 2 AR T 5

52

ARG 1wk 1mo M2E R HAGI2EE X (1=4.845,P<0.01 ;1=
2.591,P=0.011) ,MiAF 5 ARG 3 .6mo 122 5 ¥ L4t
FE Y (1=0.490,P=0.625;:=0.272,P=0.786) , R )&
Iwk 5 1.3 6mo MZEFHAGIE L (1=-2.287,P=
0.023;1=-4.355,P<0.01;t=-4.573,P<0.01) , RJ5 1mo 5
ARJG3.6mo MEFHFEI¥E XL (1=-2.069,P=
0.039;/=-2.287,P=0.023) , RJ5 3mo 5 6mo I ZEF T
Gt L (1=-0.218,P=0.828) ,FS—LASIK 41 R {5
ARJF 1wk, 1.3 6mo 2R HAGI2#E XL (1=17.619,P<
0.01;¢=12.380,P<0.01;:=8.738,P<0.01;¢=2.112,P=
0.035) , RJ5 1wk 5ARJG 1.3 .6mo 225 BA Gt 2F
X (1=-5.281,P<0.01;t=-8.882,P<0.01;¢=-15.507, P<
0.01) ,RJ5 1mo 5K 3 6mo HWEFHAELIHE X (1=
-3.601,P<0.01;¢=-10.226,P<0.01) , RJ5 3mo 5 6mo (¥
ERAEGHFE L (1=-2.336,P=0.041), #/5 SMILE
HARJG Imo N STt SARATHVERAER EZR, RJS 3mo
WA BEARFAKFH LR R 2 ZARJG 6mo, 1 FS-LASIK 41
RJgemo N STt 5RATHEHFEG T ER (P<
0.05),

2.4 BUT #Z&EZ R SMILE 20 f1 FS—LASIK 2H AR 1 fIA
Ji 1wk,1.3 .6mo 1 BUT 43 5 12. 71 +£2. 19 12. 65 =
1.69s,11.15+1. 71 8. 55+ 1. 19s,12. 15+ 1. 69 9. 68 +
1.40s,12.51+1.83 10.93+1.90s,12. 63+1.91 .12. 53 +
1.95s, 5 5 H50 08 19 J7 22 53 A 4 1) 22 S5 Pk 0 i ik ok
Fh AR R BUT AR (F=75.222,P<0.01) , JE—4%F
A B) A P 2 ) 25 S A T A ST AR AR ¢ RS A RS Twk,
1 3mo M4 HL4E, W4 [E) BUT 22 S HA G2 X (1=
9.622,P<0.01;:=8.669,P<0.01;:=4.637,P<0.01) , K
HI ARJG 6mo P[] 1Y 22 5 LA 112% B X (1=0. 186, P =
0.853;:=0.283,P=0.777) ., $#&/"ARJ5 3mo N SMILE 4
BUT £ F FS-LASIK 41, R J5 6mo W4l ] BUT 25 5% G50
THERE L (P>0.05) 45 B ) a5 00 a1 A o) () 25 S0 0
N AR A BEAY BUT ANJA] (F=57.000,P<0.01) , iE—
AR LSD — ¢ A 56 %F 2% 21 1% 18] 25 S5 0E A 7 BL A
SMILE H R RIS ARG 1wk MESFHEASIT¥E X (1=
4.565,P<0.01) ,MARFT 5K 1.3 .6mo M2 5B TLE I
M (1=1.654,P=0.100;:=0.583,P=0.561;¢=
0.243,P=0.808) , RJ&F 1wk FARJF 1.3 .6mo 112553 HA
GiitrE X (1=-2.914,P=0.004;:=-3.982,P<0.01 ;:=
-4.322,P<0.01) , RJF 1mo 5ARJF 3 .6mo 25 K501t
FE U (1=-1.068,P=0.286;:=—1.408,P=0.160) , RJ5
3mo 5 6mo 27 AT X (1=-0.339,P=0.734),
FS—-LASIK A BT 5 A5 1wk, 1 3mo 2% 55 B A S it
B X (1=13.551,P<0.01;:=9.805,P<0.01;:=5.674,P<
0.01) , RETSARJG 6mo A 2257 TG i1# 7 X (1=386,P=
0.700) , RJ5 1wk 5ARJF 1.3 6mo B2 5 HA G245
Y (t=-3.746 ,P<0.01;t=-7.877,P<0.01;:=—13. 165, P<
0.01) ,RJ5 Imo 5ARJG 3 6mo W22 7 B AL FE L (1=
-4.131,P<0.01;:=-9.419,P<0.01) , RJ5 3mo 5 6mo (¥
ERASG ¥ E X (1=-5.288,P<0.01), #mx
SMILE 2R J5 1wk P BUT 5AKRET A7 A B35 22 5, R
J& 1mo YK 2 AR HT AV I 4E R € 2R 5 6mo, 1M FS-
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LASIK AR J5 3mo N BUT 5 ARAT LR IIFAETE G T 25 57
(P<0.05),
3 iTig

£ BB A 5 T IR 19 2 975 15 100 B AH 56 PR R i 4 0
i R O A B ) T, AR i R 2 (AR TF- AR D7 =0 AR 4
VEXT S A 22 B P AR B RS R 2 e B R hoR
Ja 2GS N R S5 ARECAR S TR &AM, FS-
LASIK A H A i 1 Rz K F5 5 J2 0 453405 2 TR 42 3 1 A s o
ZEIRA5L07 , (o Ff 5 2% T A 5 DR AR5 TH R bk 2, TH A
FaseEtE FRES 1M SMILE FAR AT 0248 2 ~ 4mm,
PR F T m)ﬁ%ﬂtﬁfwﬁﬁwﬂt BT | F R i
Zeqi 3, WHE BRASE PR S i

Bk f R 203 A 5T 2S A A, A R A R/ | ff
SN BRI S B S ARG TR ARG, AHGERSE, ﬁj
JESHREER S, A A /N | DB %) 1 R 2 2T e i 2, R )R
KoKk TR A5 R MARIE 1wk . 1mo W?ﬂq:ﬁﬁ
BRI 2 A G5 X (1=-5.885,P<0.01 ;6 =-2.370,P=
0.019), X 5 SMILE F AR Y) [ 45 | f B3¢ 72 Lk FS -
LASIK /TR B8 B Z2 () S8 B 286 6, (EAR)E 3 .6mo
WA T RRER TE G it 22 22 5% (1=-0.529,P=0.598 ;1=
-0.151,P=0.880) ,iX 5 FS-LASIK £ 53 00 2245 LUAR
B I SE A [0 B0 7 1 o 22 W 126 K 9352 S i 1
BAK, FH0, U A s iR 5 A B Y JE B DT
URBEAT DG, AR S 6 2 1) B0 8, AR 5 o B i e
IR PR ol 20 2T A 0 040 R B R IR B
P R AT AE SMILE v ff JI iR A9 )5 5
100pm , 5 FS—LASIK i B 110wm (1)) B2 8, B4l + IR
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