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Abstract

e Corneal refractive surgery is a method of correcting
refractive errors such as myopia, hyperopia and
astigmatism  through corneal surgery. Refractive
regression can often be seen in clinical practice, that is,
refractive errors occur again after surgery. Refractive

regression and the consequent poor visual quality often
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trouble patients. So far, different types and methods of
corneal refractive surgery have the problem of refractive
regression. It is believed that refractive regression is
mainly related with epithelium thickening and change of
corneal biomechanics. Refractive regression could be
predicted and avoided by preoperative risk factors such as
preoperative conditions and operative parameters, and
can also be prevented by selecting appropriate refractive
surgery and using medicine. Non - operative and
enhancement surgery can be used to treat refractive
regression that has occurred.
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BUA )45 b £ ISR 6 T A 3 3 A7 7 e Y6 [l 32 19 [ fE
AFE T AT AR 7 A 53T O F B AR (laser
in situ keratomileusis , LASIK) | KAMEOG/INIT 17 35 Jofi 175 555 B
H A (small incision lenticule extraction,, SMILE ) ;EREF
ARAE,
11EF AR (LASIK #1 SMILE) B ER 76 M
LASIK RJF 3 ~6mo BJ A & 4, — & A $5 4% 32’ Chen
DI I LASIK (73R R4 219% (5.5% ~22.7%) .
% LASIK ARJFBET 10a % 3 b B 32 00 Y S 245 [0]5E
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0.22D" 1 EARZ J1 #1435 9 LASIK (MM -LASIK ) %
FRD IR LASIK ( FS—LASIK) [H13E % s 5, Lin 250 4
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30% ,10a P4 K & S W A8 3 OF 35 4 R & O +0..03 ~
+0.07D, Hp I - 4 4F [ 3R 1 24 +0. 15D, 1 3 3 AF- 3
AR B 29+0.37D

UG M Z 2N SMILE [0] 58 R A%, B #F 5% 42 %
SMILE HRARAFAEINR . Agea 26 XF LML SMILE A5 (4
BET 1.3 5a, & B0 AEROBR 5 B Wi v n . A B 55T =
FET AL SMILE AR J5 BT 3mo~3a, & FLAFTE b 22 130T A1 1]
B 0.36£0.29D  XF T3 M SMILE, Reinstein
STV ARG 3mo A 17% HIHR & 4= T >0.50D 19 & 6
[ERIEN
1.2 %R E2F A (PRK #1 LASEK B TPRK) i JE 3¢ B3R
RERZTFARBOCHBMZ TR, AR R385 R
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JEIHR AR SR A7 76, Naderi 25 Ak 11 i Ol 1 #A BE 10 11 A
( photorefractive keratectomy, PRK) A JG BB R 19% , H
R bE 21.1%, BYE 15.9%,30 % DL A BERY []5E %o
17.4% ,30 % LA EABER 21.4% , B 40, AR 3R AR 5]
FEHS 1~3mo I 6~9mo [AIJL N B, 1T 9mo F- 1531 #1111
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54K 0.47+0.49D, Adib—Moghaddam %" XF £ ¥ TPRK £
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= T Ja 6mo, H1EEIZE A s H B R [RlR %
13 HMFARMENRER SR A B AR (radial
keratotomy , RK) 1 A e 58— R 1 £ B O F AR, T ot 1B
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W L, BT T A B AR (conductive keratoplasty,
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BAX . #£ LASIK RJ5 3 ~6mo Al PRK A J5 3a, SMILE .
LASEK ARJ5 3mo |+ f 3 A= 25 KR 82 /74 ; LASIK 1 PRK 119
bR R AR EEAE RS 36mo A5 A7 —5, 12 PRK RJ5
B iy R R
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stk A ARET T S BUR G ELE G & R ST
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W B SR 2
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O3 VW SR T Ak 25 11 45 20 i A1 B BT 43, W M SR T
DLRRCAS 1 IR Ak 532 el £ B 238 0 32 B 6 IR
212 £ AZHE ML S — PR B
RS HE AT Bl 28 b 5 1 Ok AE W) 71 2% 19 28 4 . Randleman
SR SN 5L YN E SER L W NCIE PN
P FE 1) 37 H23T Bowman J2, il 40% F: B HL A #m 1)
PSR L, M 40% B 909% JE [ 417 il 568 K2 4 T A2 , L 90%
B 5 ) AR s B G R R, Bhe BUF R TR
VIV H) 2 T A A T, 5 Jo PR I B B TR R B
FeE o RN A7 RS BT He B8 7 AT R DR B S A P ik 55 T Ok
55,08 £ 1585 Fe1E ZE IR AR FH R I AR B . Chan 55
X} FS—LASIK AR J5 835 17 1a, IG5 A0 T W 2 49 4
(optical coherence tomography, OCT ) W% 2| 54 i) £ i 5
RIS B REEEBE AR | LI e A= ARV 1) £ JEE iy
T OAT 5, AT AT LR R W %€ B 0y JE O [l iR
Kanellopoulos %57 W22 5] LASIK X &5 £ JIE I J5 A2 169 7 12
(corneal collagen cross—linking, CXL) 55 ¥4l LASIK ¥ 1
PR AT B 28 5 | i — 20 S T A ) S BILR A [T R
HEHR],

AJEF LASIK, SMILE HA —A/NJ 1, X% B 41 28
WAL ORAF T BT F B LR ) D)2 . (HJ2 AR LG LASIK
FAR B IEARTR Y 6 BE 2 D) B 0T 22 ff IR A 41, ke BA Rk o
RJEJE ( residual stromal bed thickness, RST) ¥ 3, A g
BTG RIEATRS . B & B A 41 4 )
B, FA BRI )5 & ( cornealhysteresis, CH) F1 £ B FH. 1
KT ( corneal resistance factor, CRF) i &A%, A= J12¢ T
FEA G, REFARBA LML, Miyata 557 & H PRK
A A I 2T AR T AR T A A 3 R e 0 SR
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B ARBIEXRE ARATH GRS, MR 2 A
VB =R Magallanes £S5 3k 37 0 LASIK £ 3% BE T & PR
ol R ST O JeE O R AR P 22 R T AL, Jin AR R R
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e TR BE AR, R e R A T R OB R X A A L
R, A T R e s A I & R
Jo PR A, Jaycock 2577 & B BE it A LASIK AR
JEJEERER 2 AR A B L, R T HFZE 12mo, Adib-
Moghaddam LB e TPRK AR S 6mo T, 6mo J5 H
FEIC L8 A LR AR T e Ah, T OGP
I 22 1) fA 4 2R 248 i1 haze U, T haze A< Bt v 1
B G RE

.42 MR Ak Ay O F1HR R EE = T Y . Strobbe
S A A R R vk B Y CHOL CRF AR,
H&Z3 CH Al CRF 5 CCT A7 B33 M AR M, X W] RE 2 &
P T XU 2658 v A D AL (B A 5 IR A A — o i

13 F# AWIF R AR BTN & BT LU AR IR
BN TS Sy S A SO AR 1 3 R A
(1) XFT 40 B A4 1) T 2 LG &, BE A= i) T 8
AR B E A ] 87 5 (2) AR 3 I IR AR A Ak
A ISR . H Kim %Y 5B LASIK F1 PRK
ARG IR KR (>45 %) LRI B/ PR L (<35 % Fl
35~45 %) 1Y IR FA, AN 2 BAR 8 T b AR AR
RESTREAR, T BOE MR, 00 1 T A0 1R B DL JRT R
S

314 BMFR AT ARSI IR 28 38 1R
SR, R ZHU PG P 2R 52 2 38 02 it , AELAE P 1 R DU T
RE T EOR )G M J1 T B, 7E Albietz 55" B 52 o, i AR
LASIK 27% & PET R 3 1 7% AE TR B3 B 1 J e [l
iR, ZCHH LASIK 12mo 4 [F13R 3H 32% 18 IR 2 AR
TR B M R 45 51k 509% 22%

315 R E W LU s s R Ry /A Bh 3
HA AT RES R JE G [P13E . Chen 287l Zhou 27 %K BLA
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I I p 3R 1 3 ARG T [ AR XU, B L  in T (]
BRI XUR o SR, Pokroy 251 K1 % TR =5 1) £ 1 oy 6 2
B RE LS IR N BEE 5 fA R KA 2, B 45 5 R
o S A AR K TSP HE A R T AR RS R R SRR e, T
PSR 5K, R e R b
32 FARHEXEX
3.2.1 MM-LASIK 5 FS-LASIK FS-LASIK HY [il3iE % [t
MM - LASIK {5, B A QB0 BB 08 il £ 5 3 0 2 50 1 o JiE
e, IS ORI 1z 3 A5 0T BB 2rh e oA Rl R AR
BE , X T fE fif B MM — LASIK H % i 9 [ 58 4 53 4h
Netto Z5'*13A Jy MM~-LASIK %% FS—-LASIK 535 19 £ 35
SERE T A% T I 300 A I I 0 3 T 5 B R R A Y
5 — R
3.2.2 RST FMBERE 78/ 1EAH [F]JE 6 BE A1 DL T, I
W RST 250, 1% WA RST 45 5% S 80 IR e, A
P2 AR TR Alio 551 XE M LASIK AR5 5 3% b
Vi 15a, % 0 55 R A% RST 2 J& D% 7138 1Y f& 6 K %
Lim 2"t % B0 5 4 0138 4L M L, 1R 41 LASIK SR & 1
RST B, [MliR 4 LASEK % RJ5 CCT B /N, Lotk k&
PR, IR, PR B RST R, RS B B A, Ogasawara
AT T RST<350m 1 =350pwm B, & BLRT# £
RS Zees: ) I DA I N T A P EY T E S
323X E5FIERX K/ X (optical  zone, OZ) /)
HZZ S IR, Chen %55 & B AL LASIK FAR /N 0Z( B4R
<6.0mm) lL K OZ( B2 =6.0mm) BIR B 5 kA 5B, it
P LASIK A 25 RIE I, Argento %5 R B K 02 &K
WRGE MR, MifERZETAR LIRS, 50 5
[BlR A AR MK OZ 18 B9 33 ¥ X (transitional zone, TZ)
AN A T i R AR AT 5 Pokroy 25 BFFEIA N
/N OZ & PRK A5 1R R R &
4 J& ¢ B3R B9 T B
41 FRAXBIEE T FARZM:, Bk — 28 535 KUK
N2, B A B A TFA 5 20, T LUAT R0 B i O [l 38 Y &
Az B X AR I R T TC R A 2 B
JE RS 55 S HED 1) JB 2, AR 4T, TT ik 3R )2
TR BT AR BT 0R S ( spherical equivalent,SE) N
=2.00~~12.00D, 5 IS HRAKSZ AL Ty sk e P I S AN T
TE WA TR R, WA B R ] e B ARZ TR A A
Xof A T 10 g B AR o B T AL, LA B B ek S ) e 0 R T R
R TR R ARIR T SRR A AR
4.2 YT
421 FEREDWHIEBINA B 32 B 7 L 0 5y
KA BAAR AR, DT ik 20 7 i 2, 00 PH 45 g R
LASIK & i dl, X AR J5 1d £l 25 R i e it 3%
IR R, X FREHAR S 8d 1 /K, 32T 25 2mo J5
K IR AR AR T (uncorrected visual acuity, UCVA) f& SE
SWEGITERE X, R G LASIK AR5 IR
U OH i T R R R B IR IR, 2 /R, B2k 2wk, SR IG R
1R/ R 2wk, 2 PR 56 26 Ji 6 5 R 1 5 ol R0 B B
FE ., WA R R IR R 24 9 n] 1 e e [m1 3R |, R0 15
SORTEAE
4.2.2 iM%l haze R MIZEYIER A HF 58 K o] fifi
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MMC W5 Bz BT R M 4 A 2 R B AR R 2 T AR haze 11E
B, DT T 5 i DG BB 39 & 42, Shojaei S AR R g
fd/H 0.02% MMC 7] Bj 1L 52 haze, fi ] MMC 5 13 5
2 1 R0 2 AR B[] o A R 9 3 WA LASIK f8 A 5
JEAR BV FH 0.02% MMC $54E 10s, R J5 8 A BRI & 5
L JEDE R A

A S5 SRy RS FHARE B T R T R AT 7E RS 1 ~3mo Tl
Bi haze , fEXF 7B IR % P haze T8, Vetrugno %5 1E
AL PRK ARJE 1d BP25 73050 21 550K T8 ik HIR VR, %of R 4L
JHAE S8 8 2 MR, 7 b S 5 i 19 2 29 fuff AR S Joie 98
RV, B A FH SRR e T TR v A0 s FE K
PATRHR R PR B B R Y 1mo, 4 IR/ K R B
3wk B — IR, BT & R e 2 I A AR SR AR e B O
L haze KA RE /D

T H] haze # M4 E XA 4E4EFR AE Fil C,
Vetrugno %5 2509 PRK IR 20 4 75 K A 4k 3 A
M E, ZRIGAI A R & TR, haze JE BRI RR A A 0T
/b, Stojanovic A0S 405  PRK RIS 41 MR BT 1wk A
J& 2wk FAR 500mg 4E4E R C,2 /K haze &A=t B 5 Ui
o HEWAEAZR A B C AT RH IR 22 AR i 47, 8/ #A B4
M Ak, B 1k 4 A H A TE B, T haze 192
4.3 CXL  CXL AJIRG 0 HI T A IR O T, 190 £y JR Ak
IR VAR I 2 | = Wi O N 1 0 A | A T S 38
Kanellopoulos 295 65 HRAT 30 LASIK -CXL, 75 HR 17
LASIK, R J5 2a CXL 4 J# 5658 & 1 ¥ {3, Kanellopoulos
STk 34 () H AT e A LASIK , B AL e 43— IR R4
itk CXL,2a J5 K IAIEA CXL AR PR R &, 4,
CXL A A BeA il £ B5 1 f 3 A= | S i & CXL 1B [alR
B Rz —"
5 JE X ELR KA

T g kA E G IR | H AT AR BGEEFAR (FEIR &
2% BEERIE ) AT AR A, HiTH Tk
PLIET AR B H B R R 25 90 A )8 3 Hb 3 | WE 9 UK 4
Kamiya Sl R WY 2 R/ R, 9.4+2.8mo, &
B 85% 1 59% T M LASIK Jit 6 0138 7T LA 43 5 B3 0.25D
F10.50D LA |, Qi 2 i il 0.5% 1850 v SR IR Wk, 45 H
2 WK, i 3mo, E1- Awady 25 fi FH 0.19% & M5 1% IR BRI
HH 1R, %ESE 1a, 5358 23 8 6 7R B9 4E . Ryu
S0 FS-LASIK AR5 & Az Ji ' [0 35 (14 8 25 (6 T we n 3%
IR ARV E I B B R AR, A L& 25 0iR 7 5
SR B g N RS L R TR 1 R A
SRR s ) R A A, WA A R SR B
(orthokeratology , OK ) J F T # [1iE g% (B, AT
ARI7 I AN — 57 7K A g e () R T HL R 24800 R
F) B A AR L IO AN B )83, I3 3 1ot o 24 5 3
PR IR IR 3 | DR T B IR T AOR b B, 38T A AH
AR FAR AR T PR PR A B N2 4%, T 22 T i i 5 58
HEI P TERE, LU IR TR 0 A A IR A A, & B
MAFARTT R LRI B, A b BB 253
6 451t

Jet G Il 1R 2 A B 6T ARG — N3 8 i fg ), IS
BHA VI A A HLRE A i — 2D 9 BRI IR B8 2 AT

PATE A I 5 8 AR e DL RE (Tt 0Z EAR LA K Tt
RST RN T S 2 A S AR I3 8 XU, 1B 945 B
FARIr = R AT LA H 5 R TR 245 ) LA S Bk 5 XL X g
SR EAT TS 5 7E A 7 JE G MR 5w LA 3E R LA
LT ARBIT R AT AL B 6 T AR B AW 5873 AR
JeE ' 13 A TR AE , 7 A I B A I B e XU F8 5 R 7
T L 8 TR 3 B Y SO B AR, A B ) A T o
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