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Abstract

¢ Confocal microscopy serving as an in vivo histological
examination for cornea holds superiority in disease
diagnosis, assessment and follow - up as well as
physiological and pathological study due to it's real-time,
non - invasive, quick operation with high - resolution
imaging, and has been widely applied in ophthalmic clinic
and research. This article reviewed the recent advances in
the application of confocal microscopy in infectious or
degenerative corneal diseases, and ocular
diseases caused by systemic diseases.
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A2 B 38 ( confocal microscopy, CM) K284 R —Fh
IR ER A Ty, USSR TE R P | R
A, CAEIRBHIG R X B rh A8 802z i, OO RS 2]
ik 800 %, 43 HER AT I 1, BE S M AR i 7K - X6 3 14 £ A
YU TGS, T A AR PR BRBIE 5T KB 12 B g 13 2
fiti BEDTEE D5 T R B
1 HEBRRERLERRERPIINA
11 EREERER HEMMABEAR (fungal keratitis, FK)
AR R AR FIHES HR R iT it , 2 S B BEE M
DLIEA B2 W1 IR S A RO Bt BRI T 2 e s
PEEIK R, AR Bk s FR 0 FKAO2 Wi S hnifi,
B 2R TR AR Ge8 | s F5 v] RE 7 U], HLASUERME AR BE
PRAH] 50% ", ML LU A & PCR H AR T
T2Wr FK,H R T HAZ AN ELL R IS0, CM AT ef] |
PR ARSI A RS Y EC TR, CM T EL TR P 22 2 B RO
LB LG T UL 535 B0 3, AT AR ERBLIR , IR 2%
BLHES . BT TE E oy Sk M 2200 90° , & B Jm 2y 45°,
P AT h A5 S ) MRS AR X AT T CM 5 £
R BE A AE FK A2 W R B4R T, & B8 CM A 5 i 1 o
WA LSS (Y TR 22 F 961 5 A B G A i DL AR AR,
X PR, AT R 25 S AT AR BR SRR T
MY M IZWHURE T, A2k & #2801
CM i2W7 FK Hr 2 mi il 170158, KA &5 k& &2
W (8 - SRR Sy T1% , B Z I R A R 43% , BT A1
KA H LW R S 75% SR &, WoR R A A
CM HiZWrERf PErh Iy i 2 M, HAT, CM 1Y 73 R
AN BT LR L TR WA 25 0 1 WL, TG T 25 31 o1 o
VT3 Chidambaram %7 fifi i CM W8S A [ 9 J 14 BIF 3 FK
) £ T A8 A 2 IO 5 o A DR 200 L 5 o8 0 TR A AR
AHOG A4 SR A P 55 it 25 B 1 0 TS 98 A DG, 4 7 £ T 40 i
Y BN AT BB A — 8 R ek, A TR A S R R R
1.2 MM KB M RABERX B K MEMBER
(acanthamoeba keratitis, AK) F B 2K B L o Ja% e Jiy 2
LTRSS A TR M AR A A D DL S AR B IR AR A
JH 3G el H e g 80 2 b Bl b XS [R], B 10000 44
BRIEIRBERCE E A 0.01 ~ 1.5 44 B ol b ok 12 il ol )
TR I R BB = R AR, AK B R 12 N B sl &
PR EE PR A IR A N TR A R A ST M AR AR T iR
L FERE IR A3 B BRI ME SR 0~ 68% ", K
B oK B A TR A AL 8 W AR 2 IR FR R (> 10pum ) |
fE CM T 12 [P sl B8 BB | SO, &) T A i 1992 4F
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Chew 25" B RIRIEE i3 CM 27 AK, G F LR H
WFFEIFAE T CM A AK 2 W7 3 S (H AR T8 1912 W7 R85
B RERER—, RS RS T 58 B AK, & B
CM [k 3 86.4% , Horfr 32 HilAR4E CM B o A B UL
FEIOI R AL | St A B AL AR AR | U R ROR o 4l STk
B,k O KR TABEAL D, RKA
31mo, B RAEFEHI IS 57 2593697 3 ~4mo™ ', PS5
Wi b G e AR CM B DT 48 IR 9T .
A A 5E 3T BEBT R B AE CM T R B R 45 =, o
Craene 25" YRS IR PCR X CM 2 Wi AK (B EHEFT T
VAL IF ORI 7 2 Wb i, Il 4 M2 RS AK W 354
Ko 5 CBAT RURE S5 16 1 1R sl OO w35 54 ) , H AR A
BEAMRSSC20 & SR WA R ( E AR >
30wm , 7 [ 52 0IR 5 1Y) s RS 0 ) s SORT P A i .
rh B AR UG N T AR B2 Weke = P e i, R 100% , 15
BB B AR, 45000 8.7% F11 10.9% , M L 75 2 F-4k 22 5 I
JEETAE 2 W, Chidambaram 255! % 1 , LSRR R T
TE R , AR SR SRR TT IS 9 B, Zhang 451 X
29 5] AK AT EE , K B TR VAR PG 0 26 1 8 e HE 1)
HHEARMK, 7 AR EERBERKN AK g
SN SRR G ARHES , HLE IR &, i 2 2B 3 3 ]
JRFRE B BEIA T I 3R R AR I R HE A R A
AK A H AT 48 bR i F5 285 K a5 A A 58 1 3 SE A
SR, CM ] RESE LS W LA TR 215 .

13 mEMAER 2B MR (herpes
simplex keratitis, HSK) & & ik B F & & WA R H IR
PR TR A BB I, B4l R 20 B E A = X 4
T, LA IR RGOS SRR & v HSK ', H™
I RREZ —Je P 28 TR R A . CM BAR TCIE 4y
e aE , (AT AT HSK AR ERATFST ., Maller % i CM
WEE HSK 5 F RS IR T8 B AR K%l i R oK 32 SRR, & 30
IR IR 1 B P 7 20 R 23 A K B I I T o) TR
2 X HRS S A7 e AR, T 35 B2 P B 0t o 5 S 2
FBE AR BRI B0 52 TE AH G, HE DU B ) HSK J5 , XU A i
S0, W IROKSF-RE A, P9 B2 A 2%

2 HERRMIEET M R EER A

21 AIEERAR MEERARGHE - KREH R
AT I i e MR AT 1 A G , DA A RS o ) B DR
L[FERHAE , RIS AR 252 BRI bR b
TEFRAR, ER - TCFBI BHAR EAEHFAR
N RCEFRARIUZE, CM &M% CD HEVRE A H T
H.. Meesmann fAEEFAR T ERERL LI E, RN
Je BRI AR | BE 5 A sl 2 ) 5 R R AN IS, ] R R
ZRHTIR, CM T LRz 240 M 6] A7 7E 2 1 [RDE 5% 0P 17 B
P, KA — T B, 2 5 RO, AT & = ROt
S5, IR AT LB 1 SO 2 AR TR T A0 L ] A 2 X
3o 5 I DX A O A G 4 R SRR A R R A
K8 I -5 TGFBI ‘B HFE AR —35, Z M A Bowman &
T RRFETE N A BRI DR B ETRLA A, B
AR ARSI CM R A] W, Bowman A £ U]
R, RO B BR A5 EE L, R R RO, Hef]
] UL B MR 5 S G S5 K, Fuchs AN E FEAR
(Fuchs’ endothelial corneal dystrophy, FECD) J&% % WL #Y—
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Tl CD MG 2 35t A% 58 78 TN PRI fih e DH 3R dn R4k
DA | S PN B AR B T S i RS SRR i i R IR
TR TFETETE I, Foc 283 SO K i Rl g R R A
FI CM XF FECD #E4750 4%, 51l PR 20 70 AT AR 4 1 AH G
P, CM TR FECD BFFEHYA T H™ ) FECD &35 fi
JRELIC AR N ML 0 SO TR . TLIFIY i 7R e
11 FECD iy B #2820 508k 2%, A S IH AT A K
Jift2724 Aggarwal 25 il 5 AT BE A 5T & B, FECD K £
B2 U & S AF7E T 50, B A W %8 40 i (dendritic
cell, DC) 3G NN, /R S RE WIS Mph L6k e S
FECD By ML . WFFE W, FECD Hij ff 15 45 F4 1 20 g
TEFRI B SRR T oA 4 RS S )2 RIBR &
W ZE W B A (descemet’s stripping  endothelial
keratoplasty, DSEK) &7 i 5 45 14 11 ¥ 2 T g AS g WK &2 1E
WO BEE AR HORE HE Y DSEK 45 R 54 (K iU
AP i 2 RS0 14 S s PR 732 A 5 R I WL 45 2R S An A
5o Amin ST M ULER A AR 5 240 6 5 50 2
S bR A AR S A GO 9 R 0 A1 I 5 1
HS, B FECD 45 30 835 10 T R 2 o) SR O, 3 I
2 6 2 B R 10% FA RIS J5T 40 Jf 24 X R AIG, 7T D S8
LR AN, X e AR FE DSEK 5 FEEEAETE 5 M AR S5 A
JI R T 2 X ik AR AR (R A5 7T RE A B 48
/R FECD s £+ Fl it i)

2.2 BIERAR [ A B — MOSUI 4 R AT M A
SRS, TS U IO B TR Yok 450 5 A ), WA
TR R HOR I E A R T A AT REYS I 2
2R AR AL BTN EREE B2 R (B AR A T A
FEHb T 151, FC ok TSR ATL RS AL 31 2R GRS 40 B 84 £
TSR, 2B R FER R, CM
INZH 22 o B RS A B, AT ke BRI A  REE fy S 40 ele 2  dn
S 5 PURE AR S A0 AP AR 5 A I M I B
AR EAME, BEAh, CM 7E R IR YT T ik IR &R
FRAEEME, AR IESZHEK (comeal collagen cross—
linking, CXL) /257 [ #E A 5 ) — M AR | E #IEW]
A DA% B RH 1k I g | B K 0 R R Ry
B 2 SRR N B 3 A AT 4547, B R CXL 2R K B
RS LR 400pm L ED ) AR A SR E PR AT
i I 0 Ty RE P RS R B Sk PR A B IESY . Mazzotta
A5 o 5 £ RS R A T B TR IR B B 114 o R T A8 B
(contact lens assisted collagen cross—linking, CACXL) LA
TEIREE IR TA% 3 2K 30min, 7F RGN HE S T
FARER I, ARG I 2y REE 1 IR FE 28 400pm D) b, RJE
fii I CM FETIULEE , R G 3mo, #3440 2 T 46 1542, 3]
ARJG 6mo, fi RN 258 B 5 T HE BT 240 i A=, J Bl A
SRR A M AN, K I 2 Bt U5 9T PN A R AR R % R
JEW R, 7 CACXL nJ A 2 Wi 54 5 £ 15822 A7 25 1Y
WIT I, WWITHEH L, A5 w7 R &,
Cassagne ZEURE A M T MR R 1S 0 £ I R D A B
(topography—guided CXL, TG-CXL) 5% ¥l CXL X i J& i
I3 4t £ FC P 7 2RI 22 4 . TG — CXL 21 ARG £ i it I ]
BT 2R BB AL - LUJS A I e o iy vt B35 I A
IR S i St ) o SR80 LAY HEOE IX B, R Rk CM &
TG—CXLAH S TE DX IR fi] il Xl [ 47 7 — AR 1 3 2%
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JE ] DX S LA TR R A e AR R T B S VR AR A
P——TGC-CXL EAG 5 i 25 0 F-HRON , 175 4 1A A ] [l
DX Sl [ (%) A= W2 0 B (R 0 ot 2 A LR 5, B v IR RE
Mastropasqua %5 XiF 10 {1 B {1 e 100 40 s 155 8 it 7 &
PRI B L FUB A AR, ARG DL CM S5 58 1 A7
ETELL, BIARS 6mo, i 5 N KR /r MDA 8 T 14, &2
FROUBA S5 9 SO, 4 M A0 2 20 52 TE R B B s SR i
HHEOBES T EmEE, 88 T ZFRTMAE
B
SHERMBEEL G EFRITBAERE PR A
3.1 MERFEIEMERT WK B #2899 72 ( diabetic
peripheral neuropathy, DPN) J2& 8% JR 5 #9 =5 B2 3 7 & 5E
L BIRRAE 50% L b e B H AR R R
J2 N T4 4T dE 9% B (intra— epidermal nerve fiber density,
IENFD) J2& 37 fili /NPt 28 2F 4 9 A8 1 4 A 1, X 2 10912
DPN A 822 X ABAT B PE R 6 7 HAE DPN 2 Wr Faf 58
RN, FABEE SRR 2, & DPN H 22 R 2
— o DRI HR A IR 2 2T 4 T R %, 5 TENFD AR
WM B FEY, CM B 5 IENFD AH 24 (12 7
PERE , ARG /N b 28 £ 4 () R S A RO E M H
A YPGEFITCENR LR A — T2 A Hr L S by
113 WUFSE, AL4E 1680 52 3 # M7 AESE 1 AR SR 42
LR KR B oy S B R X A A s AT DPN
R S X HR S Y B AE S Y . Lovblom 457§
I BT 1 U PR 2 4a, DPN KR RN 17% , K4
FA IR 2 27 A K BN T 14.9mm/mm’ 2 % A DPN [ Fe it
oo R &
3.2 FIRESME TIRLESAE(Sjogren syndrome, SS) J&—
25 B VR ATH BRI M | A B S e kR
G, G IR A PE RN AR A PE 2 L MR R AR S T IR By SC s
. Hitomi % FIH] CM W% & B, SS AR 56 T HR 11 11 2%
JIEE 4 A 440 L 2 B Al SS ARG T HR B 3 g vy, @it e ]
St P A T ) T 2 B TE TR A AN )l R A 8 AR AR
SIEMA RS Lanza 5 438, 7 & M TR A
AEAR O HIR A8 57 14 7 NS 1] B3OSR A At BRENT 20 (0 2 1 v
XL ST 4 R SS AH G T IR A AE B R KT (R IR SR S
I3BMBEYMEER [FF 50w i T 40 i
(hematopoietic stem cell tansplantation, HSCT) J&, 30% ~
70% 1) 835 K A 18 PR B AR W B TE 329 ( chronic graft—vs—
host disease, cGVHD) '™ | H:th 60% ~ 90% 2 % H{ iF'*' |
cGVHD R AR M EHFE, i W 0 TR, &A%
N 40% ~76%° . He %7 FIFH CM WL5E & B cGVHD
TR B E AL F R DC % 5 A U A IR BRCR S 5%
AL %% B B % 7 T JC GVHD A9 HSCT 2%, 7~ ¢GVHD
A DG HIR 8 AR S T P e 88 s AR SR A B A, R AT
1Bk cGVHD AH ¢ TR A8 28 IR R4 40 i A ™ o B iy mT
SE48HR . Kheirkhah %538  CM F,cGVHD A 5¢ TR 19 f
S5 240 B 22 Ak 5 5 R ()5 s ™ B R B2 A GVHD AH G
FHR A H AL, Tepelus % LS E B # A9 CM E B
AR EZES, WL, cGVHD A1 21 HR B9 FA 45 B o 48 m] g
HARER T e ™ s AR AL

25 bk, CM LATC B Y 7 206 X5 £ JEE ) W28 TR A B
TOUL , B AL T I 2 00 | L S A 8, 70 SR e P A R0 | 8

PEVE AR BRI B 4 B 03 BT S50 A T 722 v AT Ry 1)
FAAE . SR, Bl 8 T 5 B TR, CML O, FH Bk ™
Z R E B — SR . (1) #RAE R XTI 2%, 27 T i
R, T E B H BB S (2) R E B (3) 8
T S 15 S A e 20 i A5 O A S TRV O PR AN TR L B
SERBREE SN AR . RO B R ED 4R A T
e E L SRR | S B AT Y CM K B T e f
FHITS
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