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Abstract

e Glaucoma and cataracts are the leading causes of
blindness, and surgery is an important treatment option.
Patients with glaucoma have clinical characteristics such
as high intraocular pressure, shallow anterior chamber
and short axial length, and the ocular structure is often
altered after anti-glaucoma surgery like trabeculectomy.
These changes also lead to differences in the accuracy of
intraocular lens ( IOL) refractive calculation between
cataract surgery after anti-glaucoma surgery or combined
glaucoma and cataract surgery and alone cataract surgery.
patients
characteristics and structural changes caused by anti -

)

Meanwhile glaucoma individual clinical
glaucoma surgery have shown differences in the impact
on the predictive accuracy of IOL diopters and the type of
refractive drift. This article reviews the latest research
advances in the causes of refractive error (RE), the
characteristics of refractive drift, and the selection of the
most appropriate IOL formula for glaucoma patients
undergoing cataract surgery or cataract surgery after anti-
glaucoma surgery or combined glaucoma and cataract
surgery.
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U CIR FAR BN IR YT Jr 2, Her il SofR A4 B
T HIA T AR R0 R 2 A8 1Y 7%, TOL Ja 6 B U
BT B A R TR S R B AR IR A ) 1 A
TR R G HIR A AN 7 LT DG HRAR SCHIR F 1 R
SEFRRAE ) B BEAE BT DGR A S MRS A W 2 R A A
XTSRS T R 152 9T R BT IR AR S5 IR
TREE R 6145 HE %l ( axial length, AL) HIURT B R B (anterior
chamber depth, ACD) Sl e s ARSI X R TOL Jat
FERCRAER TR N T R R, A SO E IR B A
AN e 1 DA B 235 A AR X Tt D' B TR A0 S e Jed Y B2 1y 26
H T IRAA (intraocular lens, TOL) 3582 2019 1k £k
T TR
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1 BRREBEREIGKEFEX IOL EXEITENF Y

1A RE  SIRAEEOCIREE W WAYIn KRR, 2
FEAR N R S LA BR IS TOL R AR X & DGR &
FA R A REARIR FE A M7, Shah 4548 i iR 2
(refractive error, RE) 5HREASLAH G, 5 ARTIR EE IEAH
O, FATHAT BN AT 5 2 W A i - 247 HR T 2 52 i) 75 DG HR —
PIBRER A A5 (R SR A b AR B A R
AR 1 HIR e 118 JE P P 1 78 75 Y HR (primary angle—closure
glaucoma, PACG) BETEANIEA )G £ &AM, 7]
A DA77 DG IR AR 2 MR Al A X 80, R e ke ACD B iR £
10L 1378 5 7% LA KR J5 IR Hs AR i AL i 3 W] 4 1]
SRR AR R K 3 R Y B A R e AR
SRR R KA ABEFRATH AR BETE s, AR HTHR &
>21mmHg, SRK/T, Holladay1 , Hoffer Q F1 Haigis /= 7 it
MIER T RE JTCHIE 22 5% MAE T B AL B & A 20 RE &
PREFLHI 225 I HL Hoffer Q AxUH iR, AT
AR TR X TOL T3 SR B i (o s /b AT 7 22
SRR A B9 AF 58 o I o A 1 11 5, DL R s
i RE,

1.2 ACD  PACG B K Z HAT WA b7 AR, 47 FH N B
AJG ACD BTG, N R RS IOL ARG,
A A2 1.0mm (9 TOL AU R Z L 5.5mm 59 A HR
ARPRIET 5 P 25 ARVAS A WAL 2% 5 AR R fi o 18 f5
%, ACD BB IR, Jeong Z& ™ BFFE L /8 R AT ACD %
RE S . R, ACD 8162 1 N R AR S5 7 /1 RE Y
A B A B 5T & B, PACG R AT ACD 51
WEEARE RE 2 FUHC, ACD Bk, RE UK, % Az it 10
FEBIA . Yang %V FEXT T AR AT A E ACD %} 10L 3
BANR (SRK/T, Holladay 1, Hoffer Q FI Haigis 23 =) ¥E#%
R 5 22 B, Haigis 2231 RE 5K RT ACD 5 3% 6l
X, Holladay 1 240 RE 5 R | ACD £ W3 IEAH G, 78
ACD<2.50mm H# o, Hoffer Q A AL T HA A, ACD
TE 2.50~3.49mm i Holladay 1 Az HfE , 7£ ACD>3.50mm
A, Haigis A RE §/)N, Miraftab 2507 75 %7 Lt ( Hoffer Q,
SRK/T, Holladay 1,Haigis,SRK 11 ) A 705 @8 SRK 1T 24
AP IEHR AL F ACD<3mm (IR P RE /N, I AL
H ACD>3.5mm H % , Haigis 2> A& & 1k, {HAE A
BB AKX, A B2 AR A2 R, Hoffer Q, Haigis,
Holladay 2, Olsen OLCR, Barrett Universal Il , Holladay 1,
Hill- RBF, SRK/T A3 H, X} F AL IE % & &, Barrett
Universal Il 7E ACD<3.00mm 1 ACD>3.50mm A9 iR H 22 #L
R AERG DS A BFSEAE %L Barrett Universal 11,
Emmetropia Verifying Optical (EVO) V.2.0, Haigis, Hill-
RBF V.2.0, Hoffer Q, Holladay 1, Kane, PEARL-DGS #l
SRK/T A= 5, PEARL-DGS, Kane, EVO V.2.0 # Barrett
Universal I ZEIEH# AL H ACD<3.0mm At 5 hnvfEaf ) |
K, A Bl 1Ak, Barrett Universal 1T 52 H i IOL 5.2
AP T EOCIREBE AKX Z —,

1.3 AL PACG & BA B AL, NI, AL KL
W G IR B FH AW FER G RE /Y 5 225 R
Kim %5 B 5% R Bt 25 IR R R AIG , AL 4 3 25 AR 20k /N

FEAEAE W AR G, S BOR G Mm% . T AL X
10L A AR FES2  Jr HA B 2 05, JF HA5 R A
HBH R — M, Wang 257V BF5E B R Haigis 28 378 4
Rl ( AL<22mm) IOL BE£CH00 5 T4 T Hoffer Q, SRK/T
FSRK A2, A = UAAA XA 2 Bl
“} Haigis, Hoffer Q 1 Holladay 2 275 #iill 40 AL 5%
TOL Je G R My T 0 J2 ) S i 2 FE I A8 — RT3
ANRIAT MR, R E 2 WA R 225, Kane
LB gY 1R Barrett Universal 11 2207 Fr AT HE il 1 B2 1Y
AR P EE HAR A 20 ( Haigis, Hoffer Q, Holladay 1, Holladay 2,
SRK/T H1 T2) ¥ AE M # 710 52 b AR J5 JE 6 &, Darey
2624 0 Melles 26 B 5% 7R Kane AR 7E T A K BE AL
HR H 4L F Hill 2.0, Olsen, Holladay 2, Barrett Universal 1T ,
Holladay 1, SRK/T, Haigis and Hoffer Q N, BE, Luo
AEPAE XS 23— A0 A AT LS & R, Pearl -DGS Al
Okulix 2A2UFEHE AL S8 b i DG A e RS o, S0 ok
Ui, BTN TR RE BOG 208 B R 3 B — 1A 20 Kane
F1 Barrett Universal I 7EWII &0 AL %5 O)GHR B & AR5 JE G
JEHERA My T S B

1.4 BREERE  FOGIRBE & HATRIER SRR R
[A] B9 AR AR E E (lens thickness, LT) W2 HWEA)S RE
FAEMEENE, BB LT EWE T RMER b
FARJG R IOL L & (effective lens position, ELP) ¥ DL it
I, IOL 3 5 44, Diogo 2558 R, BRI LT 54K
B9 RE #H 5%, 76 5 & PE 5 £ 81 % Y6 IR (primary open angle
glaucoma, POAG) "', g LT 48 | o A1 S % AR 45 56 in i
2 127] o Hipdlito—Fernandes LR R LT b LA T2
7 ( Barrett Universal Il , Emmetropia Verifying Optical
(EVO) V.2.0, Haigis, Hill-RBF V.2.0, Hoffer Q,Holladay 1,
Kane, PEARL-DGS and SRK/T) J5 i/~ , J& LT Bf F B N
LIRS I H. Kane . Pearl-DGS il EVO V.2.0 AR AEA
[) JSE B2 LT By HAT 5 A 5 (1) S DG PO P g

1.5 BRRE#HE  FOUREE @ A EERN LT L L
B, SR N AR S 0L 47 8 & A5 KA A Fil
RE, 7] A R AR 1 5l BB P st o 2% 5 RS AR At v
(lens vault, LV) A2 4k, LV B SR ETAR 2 95 00 DLBR AR
WL MR, AT BOR LV B O
REFH AN RE BRIEZ —, W& 2 IEMHX, JF H
KLV EBERINARFERERE, XS KLV 85 R
F PRI B ACD A A 5, TR RT ¥ ACD HYHRA T
RE ACD 24k, 77 A4 L BUW 525 1 ELP, BE4h, K LV
R A B A, X g S BCE IR RS ACD,
PE— BN A S5 2 AL RS B KU . Yan 2550 St e Barrett
Universal I , Haigis, Hoffer Q, Hoffer QST, Holladay 1,
Kane and SRK/T /A2 )5, & Bl [E Barrett Universal I Al
Kane 22 XAh, BT A 22 sUHUAY RE FI LV 2Z (8] 4% 5 1E A
%, 1A Barrett Universal I F1 Kane A ZC7E/NFTR LV R
B AT R MERA M

1.6 FIAAIIRETFE SIEWIRM L, PACG IRINE AL,
& ACD J5 LT SRR AL L T 8051 57 M $r, 162 55
1OL Ji 'R 00 AN UERR . I ANE 9T SR | Y A7 7E S 34
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T HETI %5 3% ( peripheral anterior synechia, PAS) B, [ P &
AJG RE SH ML IR A EWIERE, "7 RERE
T :PACG FANBETFA G O MTT ik 26 B8 5L B 25 s /b AT
SRR W A N EEF RS ACD B T fE
Z 3| PAS RYBRE] , ER 0 1OL -1 5 #5 , e & 308
PSR B =z, WFFEH LA T SRK/T, Hoffer Q, Haigis
1 Holladay 242, 5 5 7 G A7 AE PAS B ik 26 2% X 5R
PR B AL R HLAE B0 RE /N J AT B 2 1

%5,
2 RREBAERBFAMNEAANRFR OL BREITHE
IR

21 INEYIBRAR  /NRUIBEAR (trabeculectomy ) 42 G IR
R W FAR T R — AR5 R ARG 2 B AL &
ACD V71N, LT 1 flik 25 B JEE B2 ( choroidal thickness, CT) 3
K f 5l R ) kA | S AR AR LN BT ORTT TOL JEDYG
TR T2 RE 1974 HIEAR T2 6mo F25E,
IEHER T BE TR B (B2 9820 RE BIAT R0 5, F R R
FAR G/ A M F AN 255 m i a5 5 78/
ZEUIBRAEAT A BE T AR AT SRR 1Y JEDEROR o Ak,
BETE/NRUIBR A S BB AT N B AR 5 WL B IR T &, i
] A 55 LR I8 5k 30 % 2E R RE S 2T SR AR A O i
ARIGIRET &2 T3 AL 3K w47 R IR I E
XFPILGAE H N B AR AT IR AR T 9mmHg (7% HR o 5 Jin 1
B Bae TSR BUNRYIBRAR S AN B A
FAR A K B T LIRS, IR SRK T HL ] SRK/T
28 AT S A HERA

22 ERASEAR S/ARUIKRAM, KA EAR
(goniosynechialysis, GSL) & #8745 L1k} 10L A A AR 7]
DA i) 320 i 285 3% | Sk oA s L SEL i, 90258 i 3 8%, 3X 2 i
HEIFENBER) PACG A ML 26 T k4%, 1
HORUL, PACG R R A TR AL K ACD JEJE LT 4%
FRAE, FEREA TOL Ji5 i1 F ACD SR AL 45 % 1 ff ELP
SEJE N2 B AL . SR, Li S0 MR 9% o
7E GSL #1 H M B2 K & F AR b, it il SRK/T, Barrett
Universal I ,Hoffer Q 1 Kane 72320 #E47 i G B T0 B+, 3%
PURR A AR I —E BT RS |, JF H SRK/T F1 Hoffer
Q AR It 2, = Iz ML EE RS 1Y 5L K Ry PACG
R B B B BELS R it A IR A Bl 1 A T
I0L AR E , XA B T AR R IR LA, R4
e, Li 258 RS IESS T Kane Fll Barrett Universal 11
AXTEATH NG GSL FARK PACG B H IR g il &
A

23 5|mEEBAR Ui EIE AR (glaucoma drainage
device, GDD) J&H IR B F =W IR R Az L=z —.
JEAE FNBEFT GDD B TR HE B Al 1 A BE TR W] REAF
TEH KA RE XU BEA FARMEOCIREH B 85K AL IR
ANJa B CEE R 2 RN IR B AL IR Z it i
R E R SR, A TR IE B B Al N BE TR
i BUE R SR REP , ATREAHSCJE A . GDD J2& —Fii g
I 1RE B WA ek B U iy IR, AT A B 4 4 1l B At
FEMERIE Y645 R T GDD % [ 2 76 1 A IR 2% )5 8.5~

930

9.0mm (07 &, B3 /K 1] J5 HE 5 3505 U8 M A8 WL, i 5
DR A2 R BG: ) W S /N X R B S AR e . R
HIA TR AR TR B A RE WA ST 22 57,
E7EH AL RS FAR B RE B R, X F & AL R
GDD AHAJG GRS A e sh ke # . X b 22 0y 7= A
5% AL HR ACD B, = 20 Ry ELP £ 7 A7 K,
PACG Hi35 ACD % ¥ {%, 1M Barrett Universal [T A= 5&
ACD H LT VRS B ELP IS5, Pk % FATBGE F
&1 GDD TR A AR 7, Barrett Universal 11 G 55 A % Hh 7
T ELP U5 A% (4 i D6 BE AL SR 0
2ANEHMBIEZRITREANR A MO EFOCIRTAR
( minimally invasive glaucoma surgery, MIGS) TEE R E
I O HR A A IR S R /D 245 ) 75 5K O T i e VR A
AR B Bk B 22 ) T 5 I UE S, MIGS 8k 3 75 O HR A
FHIEEFAR, WA MIGS BEA 1 N BEF ARG 198 645
UL 17 N A 5% i S A A (iStent inject ) B
HAHMNEFAREAMAF AT 22—, Toannidis %'y
WFE 7R, 38 i Barrett Universal I Fll Haigis NREBERGEIL R
BRI SE A TGRS, BTG TR G 73.9% IR it
S5 RAE £0.5D JE I P, 98.9% IR Ji 't 45 J&y 78 £ 1.00D 7 [
Mo JF HLR/INGEORL 55 B SR A AR TR S8 I 0
(7] Fof 47 Ao 2 o 3 10 R AR /I ) DT BB AR T AR 5L IO
(surgically induced astigmatism, SIA) XS, /NG 55
BSOS N BT R S PR EOAS 23 36 BB ) RE,
Xt OGHR B R e F AR
2ENBMBETRREBAXRER  FOREBOLOLER
( endocyclophotocoagulation, ECP) 1] 75 84 AL & G IR & &
IR 20 BOLIRE W F AT K, F ABE TR,
ECP 25 RBEERFICAR /R E AR, bR A4
I 2 BB T IR 2 PR 3 T R it PR A 38 I A 3% T 22 (1] 2
R AR B 1 ME— 2544, T3 20T ELP 1972846, % T
JERETHRAN R FE N, Wang S BT Wow , F OGHR & TE
#EAT ECP BEG H N BE T ARBF, 27 4= 0 K1y RE, If H T
LRI NZFETIERS o 5 LR IR A G  ECP 235
R WA, i TOL FgE4e 5 & I 26 5K 71 77 1) [ Hij 7%
By s BEAR ZE DTGRP 75 A A E IF 7 A= BRI, DA T 1] T 48 Bl B
AR AR AR ST B4 ST O RE B 8RB 1 FA a0
T 3 AR 5 ) B R IS g, FE TR R ELP R
FESEAT LIS TFARET, B % X AR 5 645 R i &2, I 78
ARBTIERE TOL Ji 6 BE I AT 40 Y %

2.6 EHNENRYIFAR KREUERERY PNRUIBRARS
WA SIA FIHERAY RE A 5C, i B STA BYBLE AT REZ T
2 B YUBEBE R R4k & 5 BN DT BRIz J& Bl 2H 2004, L
AR AL IR | 45 5T 105 11 (0 i LA R Bk Y 16 5 kS 1Y) £
JEASBELE A S B, T /N R U] R ((microhook
ab interno trabeculotomy, MH) A 45 A DLAR | F A A
(), B RT3 o, T YL A DG A E , 1870 1 SIA 1Y
KMo Takai % BF Y K B, MH BE & 1 4 B F AR 1Y
SIA 5/M A FNET ARG SIA 22 5 g1t 8 3, JF
HE5paimNEFRMEL s i | Barrett Universal II 223
HHEIE TARIFA ST B BAE A JEEE R
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F1 MIGSEAHNEFABEWEXER

- 5T - ANIFSFHERGDE RESHOREE  AESPoRERE AR ENEIES
R — N T\ _ _ _
E S| Zig(x+s,D)  +0.5D MLLHI(%) +1.0D MLLHI(%) (x+s,mmHg) (X£s,mmHg)
] iStent inject
Toannidis AS*! ElERE IH;;I;E 1( ~0.1240.42 73.9 98.9 16.16£5.29  14.3+4.89
iStent inject
Lépez—Caballero C™*1 A1 JE % B PJE . -0.23+0.42 92 100 17.19£2.99  14.16+3.26
Wang JCC™* Mt ECP BE4 PEL -0.5420.53 - - - -
Takai Y'* &P MH B4 PEI +0.28+0.20 - - 19.5+6.17 12.4+3.41
Sieck EG*! [P KDB B4 PEI - 73.7 93.4 15.5+3.8 13.7+6.8

E: PEL & A FLAE A BRI BR A TR HLACK ;iStent inject : /NS5 SCAUAE AR ECP - IWETHE T BIEAR REOOEEEAR s MH . filc 8

P /NI TR ; KDB : Kahook XU7J 71 A % /NI A |

2.7 Kahook X 71 71 R B&/INEYIBEAR  Kahook XX JJ JJ N %
INZEYBR AR ( Kahook dual blade goniotomy, KDB) J&— 87
R B F DT, T T U0 /NG 06 LA 3k 38 R AT HIR P9 He 1)
F TR AR Ao 1 /NG 060 114 522 6 5 | e B AR IR P s, %
Ji FRL A R A Bl /N, BT LAAE B3 1 DD JF AR J5 4 ELP 8 ACD
MR SZ AR /N, e Ah  KDB 5 A D1 JT R G 1
ARG IE IR N 2R 12mmHg, B 4F A AR B IR 9 1%
XA T AL FUESCEE R AT/, Sieck % (BT
FEUESE  KDB J5 M V1B & F A BT AR A 2% OG R A8
H AN RE, JFRESRAS AP A DEE R .
3 INEE

BEE X TOL TR A AT IR A LS T 4% 2 5
R 4 Je G TEIN 45 28 | T G IR BT G R AR IS 2 il IR 545
PRI AL 5 5 A U B 2 A B IR AR AR 1R B R %
R JE AL ACD LT .CT LV A il 3 R Rl 268 i 5T 8O
IR FARSE 22%F TOL Ja DGR THEAT s | I H 2 B A
IR TR Rk . = IR TR AT By A AL JRE LT LR
LV W52 0 22 32 0 i MRS, /N DI ER R [ GDD | GSL,
ECP H& AN T ARG 2RI IE ISR, MR ECP 4b
B9 MIGS B3 A B TR 15 B4l o P B R LU s o
AEXARSE RE PAERSMYF I, T 0L AR, K
I BoR X T GHE B Barrett Universal 11 7E K £
TOL T B B T S i SO 25 2R ARORBEE TR A K
SR TR T A A Wr Bl 7t i Ot BE Tt B AR
e (ER I T R AR AR A A2 A R (R R B P e AT 2
BEREER,
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