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Abstract

* Congenital nasolacrimal duct obstruction (CNLDO) has
an incidence rate of 5.7% and there are many clinical
treatments for the disease. But these treatments have
been taken very randomly. Therefore, it is still a
controversial topic on how to choose the best treatment.

This paper will discuss the treatments of CNLDO so as to
know the characteristics of each treatment for better
clinical services.

e KEYWORDS: ; congenital nasolacrimal duct obstruction;
treatment; children; probing of the nasolacrimal
duct; dacryocystorhinostomy

Citation;: Han S, Zhu H, Zhang XJ. The treatment of the
congenital nasolacrimal duct obstruction. Guoji Yanke Zazhi(Int Eye

Sci) 2020;20(8) :1359-1362

03ls

He K 5 7H 4 BH 2€ ( congenital nasolacrimal duct
obstruction, CNLDO) 7E#r 4 JLFP B &I RN 5. 7% , J& LI B
R 3 XS HR R 85 11 Y T 8/ R TR P 80 1 A ) Ry e A1E 114
P — A URIHE CNLDO e WL REIR (5
J2 Sathiamoorthi % 7E 3 F A B A CARE AR [m] Ji o AF 5% o
KI, AEETFIRIZ W CNLDO (R RGP 3 s ) 2 e 222
AOIEAR , AT TIA A 3 T B 5 /N A8 LTH R AR IR B8 1 R
REREAR, BEFRIIGK R RE B KT
A i THAE 23 CNLDO S UL REAR . CNLDO f
UL 1) 9 DR 2 e H A 28 A B i I 10 A %) Hasner 3 A4, 2
OB Hasner JiEBE A A 08 185 0] A AR IR, ikt 2 R
o LRETE 1 % Z 07 A AR IR

CNLDO X L% 3% F A48 =I5 : (1) ¥ iH 2
CNLDO & DLAREAR o RIS B Sk R R i A i H v b 5 5|
SRR, k0 i S TH A B ZE R RE IR B U MR
B, AT BN M R fe Sy (2) CNLDO &L
WREE A S &P ES 250 5 (3) CNLDO 321 6
JLAY A TR B i

CNLDO 3R 47 7 Ui 2 (3R T7 I AL 3697 7 Ui A7
Fi, CNLDO i # e #0 BrBdifyr , /A ik 1) CNLDO &
JUEEGRSFRTT 2 TCBOWATIHE S, gy 1~2 1k
THIE R ST AR5 AT IHE B JHIE SR Y kR
s, IHHE B G A (dacryoeystorhinostomy , DCR ) 1E
S HAIR YT 7 TR B 55 e #E . B BB R B T
A B B B R AR CNLDO A7 5 Fe A3 ik AL G ]
PR EAERRTT I,
1 R<FIRFr
1.1 RSFIRITEHL HEX T <6 H# A CNLDO B ILE
WEARSFIRTT B2 =6 R B LR k2L R0 YT I8 21T
THIE G P BUER . A N S AT IHIE 308, LA
AR (D) PRSFIR YT 1 L2 3R AR IS B SC 5 (2) 1
TE R R AT WA M RS (3) B AR
K BILRPURE I B K, 17192 Ry F BRI T TH T8 4438 174 ¥
FERG N, FE 2 T B S A B RIS HEAT 5 (4) M RATH
TG A AT 45 s AR (5) RSTIR YT I ) ol RE A
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e 0 R Y T 2 Al i XU n B B T A RH 2 AR
(6) K FHITEGGE AIT PR AL (B B 2R HIA
Sy nl ALRSRARSF IR YT SR AR . (1) RS IR TT R ol R
=, CNLDO LR SF IR 97 2] 12 A 8 B il o) % 5 38
90% " , MR 22438 AR SFIRYT 3 12 A %, FLEPf &
12~24 H % CNLDO HLA F %t @ik 50% 24
(2) PRSFIRTT MR AT TH T8 4538 I AR 26 TH G HR 0 19 8 2l
KR £, >21 A CNLDO & JLHE #48 1 i 2 &
R T 80% ™ 5 (3) BASFIRYT A A A BB JL, nl ik f 7
TH I I T R 3R T AR I A

Bl Z8 b i, BRAE B A AN /D HR S B 5, (H AT R fig
AR STIE YT BB R 45 5, PEDIG ( Pediatric Eye Disease
Investigator Group) ' i FHBE HLXT BRI 56 10 75 92 23 0 9 A
6~9 H AR CNLDO & JL 163 i A XUAR CNLDO £ JL
57 B, FE AR CNLDO fBL, K TH 38 #5858 4 8Ok ~F iR
JT 6mo W B AT TH I8 B8 4L 8 T R R (92% ws
82% ) , H I H 38 45538 4 (3R I7 B FH AR (562 £ 4 ws
701 41 AN, B FH A A5 2 8 TH 45 BH ZERE IR B
S [E] B4 (1. 8mo vs 4. 8mo) , ANV /D Bl Vi i FE e Az
B DAY TR 7 T LD I 3007 AE 4 5 bR IS £ 7T
EHEIRT, R =0 MR HIEE A S H
LT R A2 BE RN T 5 AL I IS 5, BT 7
AR B AT TH I P58 6 (i 2/3 A< 7] LSS 6mo [
mE L2 TIHE®RE R, Wi, 6~9 J i pIiR
CNLDO £ LA B ia 97 Jr X I B A 2 ie, 1 78 AR
CNLDO #JLH {557 IAYT 6mo 6 FE i FEAT TH 18 #4538 21 1%,
LIy 2R | i R Y G 4 2 S T A BH ZE A R R i ) o
a8 R A G 2% 22 5 Sathiamoorthi %5 7£ 3
PR 10a (A5 W7 1AT (0] JE0PE IF 58 Th B 15 T 1 958 5] CNLDO
UL, KB A BUCRAE 9 AR AEG I, XSRS
A RE AR R B I Z5 02 9 AR, =9 AR B L % &1
THEHGHIRYT . BRI AR AR R DA BT B KRR
B, HE T — S HHX AT S 9 ST IR 7 1 T A AL, 5
Repka "™ XHZZE5 1 36 7% I 56, M 2 P 25 16 TH 38 74638 36 43
TR,
1. 2 R=FEIT AR
1.2 1 BEIRE  HERENRIIFRS T BILIER K
B A A B s LAY A A 5™ I PR L TH 4 4
FRMARNE, TE S —, CAWFR LB, TH R EE K
ISP B AR 5 (P =0.001) , H1 A 1A B0 A TH 48 4%
JEE VAT 1 R ) 4% ) 92. 2% F1 77. 7% % 45 S [l B
UE S VH e B S — P 80 iR 7 =K
1. 2.2 AERBR  PrERHR FEXEIRIT , AN H M
N, E T G G 2 I e W R CNLDO 397 A9 AR
Ui, A G IFAIER THHE R A5 IR 9 E i m] /155 1
A RIRW
2 BiERE
2.1 BEREMA AR AW CNLDO #BL, &5k
FIEIHIE R, Sathiamoorthi %5 HEAT i K HE AR B 5% &
BLESFIRITY A BRAE 9O ARIEATEEW, =15 AN
CNLDO L% 12~ 14 H 419 CNLDO & JLA7TH 18 838 1Y
HLE% 2 TR, % CNLDO HJLAT TH 18 3558 1 S AR it
HLATRESR 9~15 A #, RE W4 CNLDO & JL17iH 8 #58

1360

BRI A B 2422 5 (H Repka' " FEARIA Nt 1R B2
THIBE R W e AT L, AR T 5, P41 H
PRI 0 R 20 )2 93. 2% M 81. 1% , 25 5 3 A AR K,
H s 174 K+ 21 A#¢H9 CNLDO &£ JLATIHE %l
BB A = T 80% . Y34, 12~24 AR L H AR
I 50% , FiRBOREY 52 CNLDO S LAks: a3 2 %
AHHE A, [, CNLDO & LA B 47 vH 38 #5538 15 A~
WA

2.2 ¥IRERER N RHEER

2.2, 1 FE®y WFIT RN, THIE I 0 B ) 5 B A 4 T
R HR W L& A & 2% M BH ZE 9 nT BE T
K BB AT BF 5T A R TH G 45 A9 AL T R 5 AR I G
S AR AR A TH T AAGE B R TR
YYABRUE  NTER R SRR, B A JC IR 2 i, Aok T 2
E— 2 K EEAR B AT IE T 5T

2.2.2 CNLDO WIEZ1 CNLDO )& Z4 % 5 7H i 8
A 2 R A 5 DA I PR AR L B8 % MR 31 R4
i OE S AT TR AE CNLDO (952 4, 25 R0, I
PRAE R 22 mORE IR DT 43 w80 4 B LTH 38 P68 A B 2l R A
AN BUR CNLDO LB AR CNLDO £ JLYH 38 4438 Y %
ERAL AT RERY SR RANR . (1) JR3 Rk LA
RO, A = RS A HIE B E e, LIRS 28K, S
FTH T 5 M BE R RN, (2) SR CNLDO 48R 85 3H
R ER YH A5 AT BB AT AR S A4 A ol AR AR R
(3) WHE CNLDO LT REf i ik 5 5%, &) Rk 5| i
CNLDO"™' | {H AW 5T 20, B IR A XUHR CNLDO L
FHHTEHE IR I RG22 22 7 AN, AR
PETH 0 195 B4 CNLDO 43 B 7 819 CNLDO i & 44
i) CNLDO, & 38 1H 18 #4538 7697 & 2% 1) CNLDO % ffj 2. 1)
CNLDO f B3 3 0 i FAAR

22.3WHMEMASE WHNEI AT IHIE G T LS
B R TH A E B R T R TR ek &2 H I
PRI R TH T PR A ) CNLDO g, Ibah, N Bise
TATIHIEGEE , HA AT DA A R SE SR AR B, oo 2R
BRSBTS B A 0 DB T B RT BB A
A 2 2 BRI AU CNLDO FY L8 76 P B8 T 470
TEPRIE EJE I A AT R S 38 Ay 58

2.2. 4 RREEARX  H/NH BB BILPURE S/, S S
FEA AT DAARIETH 18 838 1 2 M | DR 7E JR iR T 3
15, MK H e BILEICPLRE F K, o TR IR 0 & 4
PR S, A e e PR 4 BRI N IHE S, A TR
EAET 1SRRI N A HE 2 i R fE FARE 2 5
SR TSI A7 Y T A 1 DI A (72% vs 80%) ) (R
ST HRTE BRI A 2 7, DRI AT 3 I S H T %3 1Y
S BRI S A (AT, A TFITRGE | 22 YRR ELR %
ZHTIEE] 120min 251 HE2 ) BEAR S /N LR B 4 &
B VF 1 ©F 5% ( Pediatric Anesthesia Neurodevelopment
Assessment Study) & FL/NT 80min I FREE-SIAFITT N F 8
e IHIEGE 4 B KT E 20min, I H 80% ~90% iy
BILRSE T —YOHEFE R 47 1HE 5 1
CNLDO f LTI, 4= B JBREERE M tA 0 ) JXURS: mT 220

2. 3 REREFARFLAE L THIE S G s, HAh
FEAEARR 19 K AE , QiH s #5145 B BUBGE 55 | [R)s AT Be s
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BiiHIE TR, 5 ERBR M2 | AL F R ko %, REH
T HRIE A I KA E R H R A R AR
IHEBEEAR

BB AT 2 % T VH 3 44 30 B4 B ) 2R 5 AT I RN 38 TR B
BHAHE, B yPOHE S B0 22 1 CNLDO & JLIHIE &
BRI THE BE ™, S k=7 2 CNLDO i
JLIHGE B R ik 73.3% 7 A HE B R 2
1~ 20K THIE 5 77 97 R WS & 22 8 ks CNLDO JL#E
BERRTT T,

H Al BRI ZE I 1A )7 58 B4 45, (1) B8 BUH /NS
BHERMIILE , B Meta 58T R P RIS 12+
252 (AW K BAH /NS B R AE B R AN I
RRETT I T RGH/INVE B oAb, SN B
ARABEBH /INE B A AR A SR 5 i FLAR S AR 5, o]
Peoe BAT I /NVE B R, (2) 1HIE B4 5 H B Bk
B IRARM L, Meta 2 #7455 3 B, JHIE & & FfIHE
BRIEE Y I ARIAIT CNLDO By 1 Ty 2 T5 Wl 2% 12240
IR Z T R FAR BRI .25 5 & E W
9% & B 4 1Y CNLDO 1TiHIABREEE T sk R 40 H B B4
BT R e P A THIE B A R IF KRR 2, Ak I A
Rl S8R HAS P JE 5 &, B A8 e ik 3 K AT 51 e TH A
2 R RS A R R T T 5 R A PR A5, ek B A O
PR, RERCAE PRI R, 02 BOH NS &4 A i &
T e A BRI N AR, ELARAS v RE0407 B Jas Al S ) . Y
S, THIBEREE Y 5K A I K R AR | PR e VH 3 Bk 4
EP IR AR T B HLAL S (H = 5 A% B R A AR T
TR B ) T 11 A R

H HIE & G S L A il 52 R R
PR B A CNLDO # JLAT Ritleng 7H 38 i % B2 B ik 45
<2mofl>2mo W INFICH B 225 HE A CNLDO ¥ &
TS <2mo F1>2mo AU LAHEE, IR EK, BA W
FREM, 5/NAWEILMLE, =24 A K CNLDO B JLE
BRI (<31d) RERCE B 005 W R 2R s TH AT 2 R F
AREI B R, R EA A CNLDO A/ H i Y L
BRI RIS, A I ) 4E K] B S A R i AT 2
[ CNLDO 8L, [ ik 07 56 v 8 4% sk ) %iE K AT BE 51 e 1 9
4HERTEEY KA

THAEBRE A B 5k AR S — Fh AR X L 508 19 F A O K
H 38 5 7E 1~ 2 YH I8 38 sH 38 B AR 7 CNLDO &
WG R, HORTEIREN A5 5 T K Bk 45 ik 3 7 A ol
FHZEAD , BEZRK A BRBE T LL 780§ ok 8 Be e 28 19 S H A, 7™
A=A S R 5K T, FE B R AR A A T R
HAEFAT TR S7, ek 5 sk R B8 468
PrakscREm L, Bie b, HoRRAED, HAFEF a5
RIS (2 H AT = A s T AL IR, AR i
FERHL M AS B, B2 B LATER A 9 ok AR 2 0, ok
T B — A5 WA 40 BB LR I PRAAE 2
5EHEEEMAER

DCR /& CNLDO 8 JL 28 i HAh I I7 28 W Is Y e & 3k
P75, B8R AE CNLDO & 1B PR ZE | TH 98 48 iTH 8 2 1y
SRR, 4 k4 B DCR F4ME DCR, i T CNLDO 17
DCR IRY7 BIAEXT D B FI i G = 28 8 f1 M % DCR AT

CNLDO FREHLA BB TS . RV M DCR T T, (H A
Bl S BT 28 48 DCR D THT B AN BRI, AN i R oA A e 51
45K, BT AER B P& 1Y & R 215 AUNai AT . WFFE 4R
2845 DCR SN DCR B R KA 2] 90% LA L, 54k
(¥ B A= 26 5 DCR PR E K B 95% L 142 LG
B ERAN A —2e Pk, R i T IL# SR
FITH RS /I AR X E R R A B 5 T i 2 T, TR
WK LA S M A BN & 5 B R
6 Hftiafr

Z IR W], CNLDO LT 5 & 4 T Ot 2 26 M 55
B, CNLDO fBJLTH/K 2 THBEJRE , AT AR 1E 40 4k 2E 72
FEAEREI Y ISk, CNLDO f8 L AT BB A7 7 HAth 4 O 25 4
S AN S S O S kAT —
SERIREI Y BEOAT CNLDO BB LT HE1 7 4 1 PPAl , 2
JEek A, HATHRSCGE B CNLDO SR, /L& &
555 00 14 AU AT 1 A BRI CNLDO H L SE
BEDT 5 A A AN AT 3 AL 45
7 INGS

CNLDO JZJLERH W B , )7 T R 2, 4541
AR, YRS IE MR YT Ok B R S, R HE
CNLDO Y677 By e AL LA AT 2 45 38 iRy 7 I XA A
I (B SR S BMROR A, AT 3 Y A AR ST IR T I 18] i
G A DEE R RO PEERAE S AT AR S BIE I i, R R
ity B — L BRI SR T 0 SR | TH T8 2R8I T B L
P K CNLDO Y677 1Y fe L+ TR W, 76 FRAR VG T 22 fifk 1
JL E B HE G2 2 A 25 0 R AR HH RN PR SR e I 1) 4 5]
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