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Abstract

e The examinations of tear quality and volume are
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important indicators for the diagnosis of dry eye disease.
Tests commonly used in clinical practice to diagnose dry
eye disease include testing of tear volume and tear film
stability to assess the severity of the condition, and
analyzing and labeling of tear components under
laboratory conditions to diagnose clinical staging and also
to guide clinical supplementation of relevant components
to target treatment. Accurate assessment of tear
production and compositional changes enables clinicians
to effectively monitor the severity of dry eye disease and
evaluate the effectiveness of therapeutic measures. With
the development of optical imaging technology and
artificial intelligence in recent years, the combination of
clinical tear indicators and examination techniques has
enabled the application of new testing methods that
provide more convenient, rapid and accurate testing,
greatly improving the diagnosis and treatment of dry eye
disease in the clinic.
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FEREATHR A T HFFIR R AR E ME s ¢
B HW T S AEEATR S, BT IR (dry eye
disease, DED) iy & A= 1R IR T 12 S 9 J  Be 1y
ENIE 3 R L e M B MR, B A A
Ui BB I B R LA S SRAR A2 38 7 N e, TR E
SRBUH IR B R 8 WA IR R PG Z — . R, A SCR 273k
ARG I IR A8 TH VP AT DG 8 b B A A R O 12 ) e B F
SRR, DU B (411 PR 2 W DL K X PR HIR 97 A BT
wwah.
1 B ER KN

THI] (tear meniscus, TM ) FYTHIR 25 FH 5 IR R TH R B
) 75% — 90% ">, # I R b K5 H 7 75 B (tear meniscus
height, TMH ) 14 PFA TH W & 1 BUSHE A5
1.1 TMH EE B IR WAl & TMH 197
AEZ UG BT 75 BB A VO R P A B TR A i
PEIGER AT REHNTE W o W6, 0 198 0 3R WAS B i 1k
M, o S 2o Bos. BEE N TR GE (artificial
intelligence, AI) )& &, Yang %57 P& T —F T £
1B 23 #0032 38 DX Sl b 10 58 12 1 B B R/ ——T IS, 7E —
FE VLT XA BT A 0 B R AT sk 0 A IR Al 3
AT AN A, T [ 3l %00 DR | o A b 0 2R R
JTHAER IR R i i TMH 5% % BAS [R) I A 1 H 24 B AT ik
T T2 PEAl B I s (E A W35 22 5, T A I A
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TMH A HA T i 0 HE 1 o e 17 N iR 22 W 4 3
)0 22, AELF T2k A 1) 9% 50 28 8 WA T A LA
TMH By AT ALPE , IR P B — e iR 22

i R FH AR R A&, A LA Gt &
H 2 b P 3 48 i 17 3 58 % LY Keratograph 5M ( KSM) %
R F 255 I AE R FHTE WA T TH I AR IC AR T8 )T 2%
S Kowa DR- 1o THIE AL K A & Fshbs il
i TMH , X Fh [ sh i & 5 2 5) 32 3 E W &R 152
TR N R & 3 TR BE 2% 2] (deep learning, DL) 4>
BRI Z R 4% (fully convolutional network , FCN) A1 &5 4b
HR A E SRS TS EE A SR B KSM 3R B IR 26 15114
A TH I T AERR I B TMH, 5 F3h 4558 (r=0.898) #E4T 1L
B, TMH HYSEL 45 R 5 FUSLE A AR DG (r=0.965) B,
W T F bR iR 25

i, OCT( spectral domain OCT, SD-OCT) EA 2
3B R TR R A ol P B A R AR A A
B B DR ORI BT ) IR A B IR BRI 4 T AR )
12 2% 0] A8 R RS Vi Hb B TMH, 5 KSM ( CoV =0.16%,
ICC<0.83)#H I, SD-0OCT B A % & iyl 8 & M (CoV <
0.13%,1CC=0.9) ' | JELLAF5E X4 b T SD-0CT 54145
P OCT (swept source OCT, SS-OCT) ,SS—-OCT SOr=a g
PRI 3 P38 T oy R OR AR T RE TR [ e LA 5 ) T e
B (CoV=<0.12%,1CC=0.9) 7", HAEBFFE LI SS-0CT
W) TMH X E (0.24+0.07 mm) & 3 & T AR AE
(8x) ZLBRAT A4S 1 45 9 (0.20+0.05 mm) *' . Stegmann
ST FH WG b AS [] o B b 22 R 4% ( convolutional neural
network, CNN) J5 ¥ 4k ¥ 3 F B (H 00 4 # B &
(thresholding—based segmentation algorithm, TBSA) ) OCT
FOBE Y g B A2 1 TH T TG 00 A% 28 gk A T
RFNPEAL  MERR R BB R S R 43 5 AT ik 99.72%
96.43% 1 99.86% , 1) 5 BT iR HL 4 A M 4k TMH
B,
1.2 BHEOMWE  Schirmer I3 ( Schirmer test, ST) ZTEAh
THW o W AR AE 7 v o DR HARR A AR B X s T2
SRAER A AET IR AR (JL R AR B = BY) 12 Wb
PERE e (F R TR AR il IR 3 5 51 3 )38 v 1 VH Y
Gy, ATREIESS T H BHHE A EZ S 3 ST 5 HoAh VH W o+
R 7 WA R 22 57

KL, Bl N Ab2E 3 N2 A7 X ST #6471 el | LR
A, ENEE RIS 4 min ST 45 R BN
€ H5 56 3 Y A 1 1B 241 8] ( fluorescein break —up
time, fBUT) 5 YJAHIC, X8 BE | 45 T 0 1912 W7 v ff 23R 4
i, B ST 5 4 min 1945 5 AE S PFAk TH W 4 16 19 w1
SEEbR, A Ah, w2 E AR Schirmer IR 4K B9 SE R 1 i
Tkt W& T K=Schirmer 18045 ( SR 41 mmX5 mm) s
A AT B 25 5 1 i AT 4 19 98 B 080 B 3 mm, D)k
DTEAT AR T R B AN S B JF B 5 A2 4 4 T, A
B By T REE R T A
1.3 HREBRAME  Dogru 55 BT HTH I /364G &
a4 Strip Meniscometry Tube ( SMTube ) , R bR 5 ] &
TH L AR ) A 2 00 A7 TR 5 4 3 o 6 4 4 FH ok i
WOHW , BRAERTE 5 s R AT 3245, ke T % SR IR AR 45 0T IR
PRI, B B A 4R R, i K PR B b o /b 1 S SR TH
WA, S SEse ™ R, 5 ST al By 21 4 2 il 30 A L
{# il SMTube 12 Wi T IR AU =, FE 2P 4r I AR 7T

% B, SMTube Mt 45 5 55 TMH F1 ST A8, 1M H B A %2
U1 T A P RT3 R B EE B, DA SMTube J2& — F i
Bt T b S TR A 1 O i H T R s W R S 1,
S HAL TR AL A
2 BRI

£ IR TH I ( precorneal tear film, PCTF) f2& i & SI5N
R T A R A BT RS B B2 2R A, HAT AN R A 4
FRIIRE BRI A A3 10 78 2 RN T 5 A 3 D) R T R
AR e A gt R I Ay 2 TH IR 43 1Y) S P e S Mok MR 3% i Bl
AR B O3 B 4 B PRI I AETE
21 BER WA WRIIEET S PCTF IR &, AP L
7 55 PCTF (7B IE )G 52 (tear film lipid layer, TFLL) , 8
o BTG TH B 26 T 9K 07 S B UK )2 75 R i s e PCTF
FEFIHW T &= JF PR A LipiView |, Tearscope —Plus %5 T
WAL LA, KSM DR-1 IDRA %5 1R 26 43 i 4 1151 45y 9
¢ TFLL BYBUE DITAl SR XS TFLL BE 47 5 HE A
FE T

Fu 55 R F— MR MR AU T TBSA X KSM 3k
FOTE RS T 95 2% BC 8, 43 B L ARGEE AT 43 510 1 A 38k TE Ak
TFLL, da Cruz Z&P2 R T —Fh L FHLAE A ) ( machine
learning, ML) A5 %5 | Al FHSCHL 2087 60 TH 26 -G 6 1 7
TFLL [ 8402, I fifi i 75 Flr DL ASE 70 56 30F LA 4l Bh 32 i+
R, Yabusaki %5 # 57 T 3% F 28 M 345 17 B2 ML (support
vector machine, SVM) i ML #4341 Kowa DR—1aiH K
THAEAHE I T SR BCRUG, T HER b2 WK ik =
TIFHR , Bai 45727 BF & 19 45 B OCT Al JEE JE AH 6 4 &0
(thickness—dependent fringes, TDF) B A% 5 A B 3 4 5l 1%
RYE 5T OCT R G0FAH DU A 3E VL | = 40 BF
R OCT ML AT, ol LA R4k PCTF A1 TFLL J&
TR T i TH RE AN G T2 A S5 F AT g, Cohen %512
T 52 A B4 TH B S A (tear film imager, TFI) , o] DI &
240 S5 52 B A 45 BV - K2 )R B TFLL J2 B | J& AR
AR LA 5T fife e Iva) S5 25080
2.2 £WMWREY AW E A B 2 R AR H W D
Wl AL EN EARBFEAMEREEEA-1 &
SR Jung SEUYHFH 3 TR HLAE 43 AT ) D) 465 458
SRAIR 5 T HR A DG 1 B8 R AAE SO TH IR 2R 1 2, &
P AR AR 1 TH R 2 1 ) e KB A LL e R N BE £ 100
A ERR T AT REE I T IR & AL Y SC AR T v
A, IR T IRE R E S =5 E BT R i e
JER A S, Beoh, WFoe A R A R 7 a e A 7 A4
KR SEE RN T B T AR s IR R
PR R ASEY S TIREEA L, SEEAME, TRE
FIHB TR R R A E5R T B Nod—-1 321K ZR
FI 7 -wB 2 IR T8 (45 Rk, A4y
% -1 (interleukin—1,1L-1) JIL-2 IL-6 . IL-10 JiEK7E
A F—o , T ZE —y (Interferon, IFN—y) Hi I T 4000 17 FE
4 )& 2 F B 9 (matrix metalloproteinase—9 , MMP -9 ) 55 %
iE R 738 2207 i L2 e €5 07 40 5 1 AR AR 4 L
i IL-6 IFN—vy IL—-17 FI MMP-9 1323k b 3540 561
PRI I AT DA FH 45 RS 4 8,01 53 FI BT IR R () AR . T3 51,
JE BTz 20 - 1 BRIK R Bl PR AR UL SOH R ZE &
HORKOM, PURIW o— 1-FRUEMEE A 1 F A LR IEDTHEAE
MEFLRE N WWM Sl EREN 4 s i -1
SR RIS S IR R A 5 | AR R A BT
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SECFIRI AL, mR B T IR g mh R B T
T SRR AN E S IR (H R BAT WL B A 3 IARAE A
it LT JEAE A Wb 2540 53 A R 5 By R R 12 A= 11 %2 H b
i R IRIT .

15 0 AH 8 5% - R % (liquid chromatography — mass
spectrometry, LC—MS) A {H 8 1 B4 = 42 it 1A 20 oy
7% . Orbitrap Bl (U — Rl 7~ BF i o Mr a4 1 2
PS8 E ATR IS TR E A L%, Du %55 R TSR IE T
— i ik SR KA O G35 AR Q—Exactive Orbitrap J5t
TR 15 Fh s BERREA T Pl | R B0 g Ty
B T A A BT RE L Jones SETT ]
Orbitrap Fusion Tribrid B3 {) HeAL 1 WA 28 1 BT 4k 7 vk
TR At 15 e BB /MR B i 64T 1 2 1 B 4 2
BT D04 T IH IR AS 2 1 BT 20 27 43 A 9 AR R, DUE &
pax ixi-d=) i

Welr 5 ¥ SR B Schirmer 12 4% % 48 TH W , It Jon i )
5 R A A W 5 L, I — 2 R R AR 55 L S I i
(paper spray mass spectrometry, PSMS) , ¥ # H Schirmer
PSMS J3#r 0712 , PRI RTH b AU ) 5 5 8
R, SEI R 12 2 TO R R 4R 5 T 1)
Baig o b, B oA iR bR SR R R P e R R A T
FERRE A, 53 AN QTP 8 TH A M PR Ad I — 14 £k
Z 5 (point—of—care testing, POCT) , i 1< filf /8 A K TH
W B2 I i J2 A D L PR A I TH 9 v R T Y
Tt ey gk R T A (5 o TH R A3 AT A
T, A A B U 2 80 A FEDBObR 7, JH A A2 W I R 13- 24
AN AR R B3R Y7 T 5%

3 BRI E R

TR AR O AR IE R TR R E Mk k| EBERIUNH
B 240 8] (tear break—up time, TBUT) 45 48 A1VH BB &
SR gV Sl 25 AR A R TE R 2 X LA
AT LU 58 S BOH B R A B = i3 T IR A AL R 4T 73
2 I LLTH B Bh S AR AL R R 1 (2 I
3.1 TBUT  Hif, I AR _L A TBUT Y J5 ik 1250
WiZs, BI fBUT F19E £ fih 20 78 5 1% 24 B (8] ( noninvasive
break—up time , NIBUT ) #: 4%

fBUT 7E N R _ B4 2 T, A s 2 I B A
%, (H R PR H AT 2, H O R T8 A B 5% i TH
i FEIGH IR E P, S B S5 R E =2, AT
SRS 3 U0 O BR T T B TR B R 1.5% 1 5¢
FERR ) AR i A T T

R AR REE A4 HT (1 KSM IDRA  Lacrydiag "
S BT RLBUAT IS AT A B A, Ak T T I
JE IR Tearscope—Plus , Polaris  EasyTear Viewplus %5 1]
FI 3R IBCIR i [ GO0 I & NIBUT, 0 T2 4807 1%
MR

Kikukawa 55 JF % th F H FCN T 4E 2 A bk %6 &
Kowa DR—1a $A5E A9 (O TH T 88 R FEAT T IH B Ak 2
G F) 7 v, R A T AR AT IR SR A T T e
FULE TBUT M &, Shimizu %5 FF & (49 % BE AR 41 AL
(smart eye camera, SEC) A 24 BULT % IR 5 Bt 47 AU05C
%, IF T DL Y AL 535 Pl TBUT, 12 W1 HR A LRk Pk
N 77.8% 55k 85.7% .

B2BREEE LB 2 M (HBR E T8 4R, =
TS 5 Hof E H s e 5 R IH A TR E . [ A IR
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e KW THIGE 5 S IR ™ AR B 2 A G, JE 12
WG YT THR I EZESHL,

OB A 7 X 2 24 I IR b A i A 2 2
T HLRHHTE A I-Pen F1 TearLab 1335 RN {3, #/E i 6
A DLRPB IR AT 45 5, I FLabk T o0 v 9 YH IR A I
EA IR R IESE 3 (1% 5 min) M EHRB EER)G,
fat B X BR2H AR S (WA R 2508 ) AT LIk 31 7.5 +
3.6 mOsm/L, T-HR B35 28 S AT 3K 16.7+11.9 mOsm/L,
2 H T A A AG T 1) B A R B 4 25T ] TearLab U
pofi XA S TIREFHK B EEREKEZRAD
BE,

Cartes 257 FI FHHL &% 2 21 H ARARYE 1B 35 FE AE X 523K
HHATVIL 3 A BoR R AP B HERR P (200 85% ) , %%
HHYB 375 e A 2 18] 0 2% 5 0T DAAR G g ) 1= HR |, 4H T HR i
BF-38035 375 s AAE S M Y S A0 o 3R i B — 20 A R
iffi 2 A3 S HER M ) B 2L
33 BERAFERE HB 4+ 58 T & (quality of
vision, QoV) BB ZJE YA, #a TIRAEZF LS H
PRI A8 8 3 LA S RO GAERE AR, Bk H S R 22 1, ik 4
Y5 TH AT S 1 A5 25 5 U A 26 B
Y (& 2R G N R AR 2540 12 B IR IR, DL ITEAL T
JRE A 2 o A

A - Y USR] DA A A £ J6E v e 3 T R D0k 4 4%
(surface regularity indices, SRI) VFRTAAS 48 5 ( surface
asymmetry indices, SAT) F i B 700 #8 J ( potential visual
acuity, PVA) [EFE]AEfL . THR 5 SR SAT {HHfd A
SIS PVA (O 5035 P R {5 R A0 T
1% 2% (higher - order aberrations, HOAs) ¥ 17&E L&+ 4
AR AL RS B 1 7 %22 — (DLW 22
S, SO HA RIS S 7 T2 B I B
Rl SR 68 TR 275 W, A
AR A TS Y 45 2R, Kaido UV F K I 2 B R L
(functional visual acuity, FVA) & R4, #48 H & 4= 16
I JRL 7T W L D2 B A AR T, DA T HR RS B A o i 1
AL PR 25— R AT EE

UL A i L A5 I 0 BT R B8 (optical quality
analysis system IT, 0QAS TI) J&—Ff JH 5 2h 25 0 & AR | 7T
FEBUR e HOAs X UGB I 52 I HEA T 255 43 A, HEAf b
FREBUVE 114 1% PR B ( modulation transfer function, MTF) K& &
SRS 8 %5 ( objective scatter index, OSI) , MUT A AR 6 o
A E FOULPTAR L4 TH REEAE A B D O 3R 8 MR TT ROR $i
BETBiEAE . AWFFEE R OQASIT I TH 54 0 A 4
88 (tear film objective scatter index, TF—OSI) (2] , A TE
Aty B2l YH S ) O AR B 12 T MR AR e PR T 9K 81.19% L Bl
JEVE 81.0%., Pan % o K i S FVA W 45 A
OQAS 11, Bt it Ak IR PR S  FR IR AR 26 X400 77 (%) 5% 1), [+] i
PEAL B2 W T IR A 32 12038 76 [R]— TH AR 24 Jl 19 v i) 32
JUEWIRN TS UB Y i

Lprofiler Plus"™* J& 48 % FiT 1% 22 23 B A% . #f JB iy 33
A B HB TR R B Bl 3G A R D g — A ik &, B
s FRERT A OLRAY AT R O R R IR AR O
JE | Ff B 238 AR oA JE i AR 22 3R A7 4 4 A, A RAF
mEE M,

4 Rz
IRBY B, LITHRR A 5 0] (12 W 32 B 5L T — 28 300 A
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BN RAEBR , EL45 X5 FWLRE AR A PP Al TH AR Y 2 2718
b XA T RIEA G fIF A IR ZOL R P @55, IR
REFE TR — b BE 8 52 I A 2 fioh A4 A 00 R 2R 285
{5, KSM  IDRA |, Lacrydiag 55" o] JE R AL TE
PRI TH RO S ) 22 PS8, BERE AR e ARAE IR S ARAE
X IR FEAT 2 WMERR 2 Wy, 5 BT R R ST IE AR R AT
MR T 5 T, AL BOR B2 Wi i IR ) 548
LW SR IR T — S T B T LA IR B R S
Brid g AR, DryEyeRhytth’%‘ . “Dry eye or not?” (73
DEAOT" 45 AT LA 4R 45 i 3 00 5% WL AG: 2 T HRAE R K2
THIESH A TR AR fl R FR 0 e ) 509, ik — 2D 4
e 1 TEVBORH G AE BRI AR AL A5 s Fg 000 049

SE 3k
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