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Abstract

e In recent years, with the endless emergence of
gland dysfunction ( MGD ) diagnostic
equipment, rich treatment methods, and in-depth clinical
and basic research on MGD at home and abroad, the
understanding of MGD has entered a new stage. MGD -
related dry eye is considered to be the main cause of lipid
abnormal dry eye, and its occurrence and development is
a chronic and multi - factorial pathological process. This
article reviews the pathogenesis, imaging analysis and
clinical treatment progress of MGD - related dry eye, in
order to provide scientific evidence and ideas for clinical
diagnosis and therapy of MGD-related dry eye.
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THR (dry eye, DE)J&—Ff o1 25 [ 2R 5 2 IR 92
I3 , A BARFAE g TH A 5 R IR i 2 Rtk L O
PRI 455 TH PR A AN S R e 12355 T IR 38 118 SR RE R 493 , LA
Bz e SR Ve IR R WL B 2 — , ok
Az BB HAMIRBEA N ER, 21 L DOk, bEE 5
T YY AUREAE | HL B R RS R Tz A AR AT AR
IR S, TR B &0 R B 4E FTF H 2R
o gt Hbs LRI KRN 5.5%-33.7% , K
T HR A % 219%-30% ", B 45 T IR A S 097 3t fF
FRA TR TR A 2 SCR 43 2K — B E R B IE IR
SYRME A A AL # IR P IR & g L 5 ORI
(2020 4F ) ! MR i BRTH W 32 B RS M D R S
IR KW= B NS TR B R AR R Y TH
Bl )2 5 DL R A IR e iR S AT R A
SR UL TR AR AR T B B 15 ( meibomian gland dysfunction,
MGD) J2& 5 5T 5 H BT IR ) 2 5 A IR K -5 MGD A
S TR AR 2 47 809%™, AR SCEFXT MGD A G TR
F AR BILTR S A2 B A3 BT R s L B I DRI 7 i 2 Ji 3
FE S
1 MGD #8 5  F BR % f 4L I

TR K Az S e — A g 2 R R B e B A
B OEBRATE B ES AT R R NS S T
TR A E AR B R S R IR AN S A L HE TR Y
SELL IR R ERAR T, T B IR R 0
PEPEER 4 A 2115 24 7] R B0 R 3R R kA IR
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PEIRY LA s BT A S, A B 1 Bz 3 Ty 3 e v
B FEIR R RAE , K W18 M 5 0E 25 I AR T 1
IFBE A A DT S e TH VA R i T )2 (lipid layer
thickness, LLT) i 5 fll i, e & 51 T BOHBE M A T2,
JLad ke, ik — ZRGUBLH] Mk — 25 WAL R 3 0 R 5, Jin
TFHR

MGD A ifi i Henriquez 55 T 1981 4E 51 A, DL A i
TG FE () B AR AR I RN (BR ) SR ONRRIE Y
Mok AERRSF eS0T . HASRK N EA AR PE ISR 4 |
PRI g dRe TR B IR S B Teo & AEXT
2 3460 & AT IE e I MGD 2 S 8T R (1 B 1 B

WG B R %) T A= B ) B 2 B BRI 40 U B B , MGD £
T2 ) 9 R W H B T RE AR E ML TH R IR R A
HNZEER AN NS IR IR E OKRZ B EA)Z =2,
B2 2R ISR 430 , 7 2 3 TH A R e S AR A
H R AN AR G o )2 (RE 1 2 G | E T A ) P
WPk AR B2 (BERE ) 2, AR MR AR BBk oA A S 45 T TH 7K
R EERRRES | BRI A AR A/ (B AG/ th PR
FE S5, S FRARTH B R e L Joffre 251 38 1 5 /K
W tofe = T HR R 3 %) e R B, MGD 8 25 v S B I e (3E
Mtk K ) o 3 T, PP AR AT BB 4 R e YH
BRZMsh AR e M, IG AR LA I AR LU MGD R
PP — 3, R TS 0 R A A R SR 1 S
FENR IS AR IR AR R R s CD147 B F S AL R
& & H ¥ ( matrix metalloproteinases, MMPs ) (4 e 5
MGD KAk I

MGD 5 MGD #3M: T IR %5 414 3¢, Baudouin'"’ A
i MGD 1) % A & BAFAE“MGD SEPEE R AL 45 (1) B AR
PR BELZE | 25 2% F 98 0 55 3 BRI A8 5 (2) BT 51k
H: 2 e A A ARG T A HE B 5 (3) TR W A B B 2 4R TR
it R 7 % P, S G G B P A e AR, B N E G IR Y
RELZE RN | 5 | B2 S0 E S 7 A 2% b Rz 5 ke,
WG B R 114 1% SE RN 98 RE T 3R T MG R A9 B RN ( BR) = SR
PR G ETH B PR E A S E, I E AT S EAT
“TIREIEE IR, e A5 K IHBEA T E TR ZE & 1 5 |
THIE S8 33 PR 3R 980 55— R THRAE R . f bl U,
“MGD EMAEIR” 5 L SCHR M i)« TR BN 4 5 %
L) f 5 B A 3 2 b A5 MGD A DG M TR 2 “ MGD %
PEOGIR 5 T IR AR 3R P04 P AR B U0 A 77 A Y
—h 2 HFR MU 220 THRE A
2 MGD X MTREEHNZGFIHE

THIRAE Y b JH JR B 52 (lipid layer thickness, LLT) ¥
g o = A R T B AR MR T 40 B G B, 6 T 87 L H R
FrKIH IR 2 25 %, A8 TH B AR e vk O ik 25 CBE
Blackie %" BIF5E B, T IR HBE B LLT 5538, 74% 1™ &
THR A H LLT <60 nm, 1fi 72% B9 AE T IR 8 # ) LLT =
75 nm, I Finis 2 #9Y LT <75 om 7] F§ TR0
FHZEM: MGD , UM 65.8% 45 57ME M 63.4% , LiPiView
IT M2 —A g AN RS, BB I B LLT, 5 AR A
], Lee 25125 3o i JH LipiView 11 T ¥ A0 & BF 58 43 b7
LLT, & ¥ 53 LLT 4 M 1E% LLT A, B LLT 4
(LTT =100 nm) i 7H PEHE 240 8] (tear film break—up time,
TBUT) % 3 45 %5, IR 3259546 £ i % (ocular surface disease
index, OSDI) PE4> i Z H#5IM, Blackie 5;":]:[17] 1 Finis %";jlg]
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WEFEINN NG 5 )2 5 TH IR A RS Fn ™ B (%) 1 HIR i R A
5%, Tsreb %V HGE THR HUE 9 TBUT A1 LLT & & 3% 1IEH
5, Eom 45 2 ERLIENE MGD BYBFZE -t % BL T [ RE 1 45
Heo W Lee 25 A ZEITAL T RIS, LLT R 125 HoAth 1R
SR —RLE A TP . Lee 5 3l i X Hb 43 #7 LipiView ®

II (LVID) Al 1drA ® BRFEHHAUIT RS EE, A3 LV 1T
1 IdrA 19 LLT 22 5 JeGe 27 2 X, T TdeA (1) G AR AR 25 2%
5 LVIAHLH B AR, WSS AR, HAFM
BTN IS AR IR 25 R B H A B — Bt 55—,

T AT, Arita 25 HE R 3L T 40 Mg Ok R Rnar
ANEAGHIL A 42 fi =X T A H: AR AR A5, Pl b 36 ok G A
R S AR S B2 W MGD K MGD A SeE TR o vl fig, H
BT, I PR 25 A 0 e A T AR B B T R 2 G A TP 6 A
MRZSE AR BE S . Deng %538 FN T4 il 6 BUR 4% 1
ARG B ISR IR 5 R DMt R iZWi S % i
Wang 457 76 {27 LAl 138 1 A G v 4330 1SS iR 44
KB rEHRRE S RN, E—E R IR RIS S
I PRAE G2 2 (B f8) 22 1 G 3R, 2 1o I AR 2 A X G Al R T 5
SRR, I A IR R4 R MERR 2 IfE e, 55
WA SEBFFEARDL, Adil 257 FE 2018 4F BYHTF ST HiA g ot i
MR R AT o 2, T A R i2 W MGD D e &k 351
MGD , & 5 T WA AR B VR HT A5G Al i 1T AR R i R T
YEH T T2 AR BRI R 28 DL S W, N T4
BT IG5 B B N T 1 sl 25 2 38 T 2 W
P AR E X T2 W ARG MGD BB B L,

Maruoka %5 7 Bl 49 T HR A B vh A Sk B 5 1k 41 it
(dendritic cells, DC) 8% 431G, S 5 TR &K E Mk E,
TERT# KA I, Levine 25707 18 1ok 4600 35 1A 3 £ W 300B% (in
vivo confocal microscopy,IVCM) &4 £ 6 v 7% AL B A 200
ANAE , A A 2 F B S A AR 2 AN 06 Ak 14 B 2 R 40 i st DU
A TR NMASEAE 2 S g AL, IEFEME
IVCM PYHES , IVEM & R —Fh AR R AP BUS T8, /]
LLHS Bl 5 5] Az W R 2 0, b g 46 MGD 5 T
ARE2 . SR, Preston %57 5@ i 4 1N T8 BEXS H
H 1) A I IR A 0 B UG A T 43 B, A2 oW PR s i 14
JE i A BUS T A AT B R 4E R Setu 455 & BHL
N AR5 N T R xF U0 R 25 21 4 RS 580k 41 i
BER®E—2r:, BN T8 58 B e pe, al fE i TVEM
FEAEIIR N, B TFIRE—Fg i 2R &S
BN , 22 PP P R TG R b T IR 0 i 5 40 25 1y [
MM T RGeS IVEM B9 45 A, 0 -F- 1T LR A ) 7 11 TR
IR 54 2B O
3 MGD X4 FERA IR IETT

YEMIE IR I e WL A IR W A 22 —  MGD AH 56+
MR BYOERCEIR YT B Ay A BA G, B0 X0 T HR S P06 2R 1Y) 45
AEE S AL, H AT IR B aIY ik EEA . (1) A TH
WEARIRTY DI PREA T HR WX ( hyaluronic acid, HA) B 4
T IR A 5 (2) FR T VR A3 B T R - 3% ML S B R
£ HR VR ( diquafosol tetrasodium, DQS) | Fii B UR 4 ([
A1) P (3) SR AR G A AT IR . T4 A B AT 4 4
i A= A PR TR 45 5 (4 ) BRI 3 0 5510 . /N 2R i L R
PRI R FH B e A AR i v R A (5) SR s A A
0.05%F L& A IR (cyclosporine A, CsA )%, (6)Hi 4K
T W B B ER | e e R ot e SR R R A
AR Y (7) WHIRYT IS 208 1 IR ZE I AR
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JRFIEE B koGS AN SCEE X AT IR K _E MGD A ek
FHRF B9 259 AW BV ST i A7 B A B i
3.1 HWIBER N AR R B IR R AN 0 AR B — M R SR A AE
PR SR, EL A R AR BT e 5 R A K 4y
B IR E HIE R B K ZE MM IR RIG T THR A — 2R
2y, H A W R R UK RBE B R AR L 1 B S
ERS

Zhao 25 £ X EYEFARAIG B E T UL 0.05% R 10 %
A F10.1% 1% B R FRENIE AT, K BB A A £ - 18
(interleukin—1 beta,IL-1B) . H 40 i 4 Z - 6 (interleukin—6,
IL-6) F1 i 48 38 € ;A F — o ( tumor necrosis factor — o,
TNF-a) 7K HIA 7 R 44 238 | A 8500 IR 30 R AE i
Oh %5 8 /BT HR A5 Y 4 3 9 55 v DA Sk Bl 4 ) 3%
T 3 R L B A0 D/ HIR 6 A M B TR P R A TR 7
Kobashi 25 A B4 8111 0. 1% 3k 35 FR AN IR K 5 3%
b7 B 2R BT IR 9 T P 8 A T IR R IR RAARAE | {H 44
T i abe A ER SR RSB  EAN RN, TR
25HIA 7 I AT P AR e AR IR AR AR I TRB 1 R LA
T i HC Al R FF 254 B S8 390 MV, O R e i 24 |
W ECEREE . H I A S X 60 ] FB 120 HR
0.3% B TR 1% AR A IRIF IR A T TR A 52
FFTHE H - DY 38 1 3 R 8 5 10 2 T IR S 1Bk 45 P T LA
IR s IR R A ISR BRI | DL M R IR R A T
BRI o R A AR 3 5 AR 2 R W — 35, B B
5 PR A i FR 9 M A 45 R LAt 5 - AR S 245 4 i 5 | A 1
RIEK SR Hynnekleiv 2517 £ — IR 4 A 53 Il R
I KT Meta 0T 0F 5% & B, RS DL IR M T T IR A
S EAT 40 AR S AE A I PR R R rb I AT 18 A2 A i R
R S e B A 7 VAT T A T IR A 43 TR LA B ™ R
J3E i il 7 A PR IR YT T %
32 MEMBRMBRK HoSBERMEHATENME—K
WITREAZ TR 25, Hal it 5 Pay2 224k
ghEA TG Ca®™ MBI , ) 25 I b Kz 20 JIE AN AR IR 40 i 43
TR FNZETE 1, ASAKHR TH IR i 3% 5 TH AR 2 vk BaE IR
E}{jt[45—46] .

Nam 257 7 BEALIG PRIR B 19 Meta 23047 304 DQS
AT LR P TH 8 4306 L B 36 TH R A i | i PR L3R T
IRAYA O, BAR Wa 2515 DQS B H B = AR X —
WS ST AS B BR324 DQS AT BEZE 2 (1 20, A
MR IR R LS, DQS J&—F i AL R G AL
RO Zh 220, ELA B0y 0 A W AR 25 1 R R K, AT A A
TE AR ProBsE, A o Al b e A B H BB 2, Koh
LD S f I L R W TR R, T 3% DQS IRYT
4 wk, F AT T Y i i P A 8 s, Ak, i
F ARSI BBIE 5 2 B . (1) DQS Al fgid i3 P2Y2 321K
5, A S AN M G i K R DA e R AR M EE 1 4
ML A H 13 IR AT A & B R 1 3235, A
AR HE AR b Je 52 5 (2) DQS e BEIR % b e 2 iy
[ Fsf 348 000 G2 e e O T /N 8 i Y W I, Fukuoka 450
TEXT MGD £33 5148 ] 3% DQS FI T IH W A % BRBIFSE
B R DQS AU HEE 1 h P THIE A A RS R 2 S R I
R, DL I DQS AIURIAYT K Wk = A AR A —Ff
VAR R, T BTG YT MGD AR T IR B — AP e A
BT XM 40 S8 1 %) 280 4] MGD AH &M T HR A
FFEMELINN 3% DQS A FE K TH A A2 2 A0 90 61l VH W

JAE R TRV T, A S 38 A0 FR I MR 0 S
AT HR A I RAER . 2R 45 %) 86 i) MGD #H K TR
BB, T LA 3% DQS i BRI F 0.3% 3% 55 1 44 i AR I 3¢
BRI EE IR YT, & B DQS Bk & 16 AR IR 3 BE VR ¥ 7 7]
DUAT R 3 2 R I AR R B AR AE , HORAR T 0.3% B
B BRI R VR A5 W AR R PR BE YR T . Ui DQS 59 BEYG
77 AR 2 & MGD A S T R A9 —Fh VB A 1 L
BITHE,
SIFAEHRE FWE A B —FELE B
PEBS RIS =0 e m il ), 2 T AR A G
B REHE R OB BF ST E A AR & PR, CsA 37 R 3 T
FARTEIH IR o 1 K vt T HR R R ARAE, M 2003 4EE 4,
[ Fx B4 0.05% CsA HRFHZFLA .0.1% CsA FHE F2L75 2L
}0.09% CsA 24K fige o HE FH il 350 FH 4 - vb 33 T IR 9
BI7 . BRI E FELL 0.05% % e B 570 F T IR IG YT,
HAE YU =B ALEE . (1) A0 JE SRR - 1) 30561 TH AR AR
AR AL RN - R A R T, AR VR A B T 5 2) £
PR AN K S ST REVK A 53) CsA J38 TH AR I e b 28
KABEHARZIR P YT, (2) M HIEF . CsA mT LA
il T 9k B 40 % 95 b LA K Ak, (i FR YH HP ARG 40 i A
F—-4(interleukin—4, TL-4) 140/ -5 (interleukin-5,
IL-5) . [ 48 i/~ & - 17A (interleukin - 17A, IL-17A) |
TNF-o , T3 ZE -y (interferon—y, TFN—~) Fl1FE R P4 47 21 g
RAK DR S5 e B ARG, DT DR AR 3 A i e B

— TR S 2R TR FT 45 SR 2R 0, Cs A A]AS [] i 5 M i 3
T HR 5 3 IR 3 0 DR N G hn 2% IR ARCIR 40 i 5 Y Chen
ATt 240 ) vh TR B 0.05% CsA VAT
3 mo, H 3 AR FHE AR oh TR R be kA ak SR O %
57 R SR XA A B e s (H AL AR IR 21 HR S5 X R
ML BER, KEET KRB CsA vl 845 TR
SR T A B T3 B 43 | A0 VE B AR T LA B e AR 3 ¢
SiE . AL, Baudouin L8 2017 4F 10— T 22 Thucs B HL T
MEHFFE Y, H 0.1% CsA FELEIRTT 6 mo 489 7] T-HR 4 &
I,0.1% CsA R R0 A IARAE FER X T 53 T
IR E A IEDOE R YL 413 ( corneal fluorescein staining ,
CFS) 5E 2T 4 By He 9 (21.7% ) 538 155 T 4T E2H (10.8%)
Vi HAE TR AR T CsA FT05 8 P 90 /e 1 A1 T AR %%
TEA R BN ZME S de Paiva 25 IAHTE CsA 417,
53057 MO AE ™ BN BN, 0 H SR Be K 8%, T BE 23
Hom, BEARHRTEA T BIETEIE I CsA 58 KL Y
AR (R 51 S I PR IS AR B 56 e, IE e B R Il
IR 3 — A K
3.4 BetRARIRE B AR IR 2 ( meibomian gland massage )
B L AR [ B 3 LA G I | 1500 308 3 2 A 16 W R T
1 HE H B AR P 17 S5 B , DT K 2 65 Al B 5 114 3
PR B B TE B ARBPIRAS | ik B RS e TH IR T2 3R 97 B
[, G PR _FIRYY MGD AH G M AR 19 & B9 B3R 97 O
B Cui ZE R T BOR 2 A T 802 SR X 49 i B
FEME MGD S35 0 54 51 B 32 38 28 114 06 Al iR I 10 1 47 X6
FEEE R I . (1) 51E% AM H, MGD 3 1Y I Al i T 1
TEAZHE AR TT O AR T K (2) B AR IR 4% EE J , MGD
FEE A IG AR BR TT O EAR  E E RE  OE RN, TR X
ZELOLE X 100 1) MDG B #E 4T 3 mo (IR I7 BEVT BT 5
T I AR IR EE LA 2509397 MGD BEME A SUME IR %
SE DR G A BR 2 WA D B, FR 3 A OR 1 2 i T e 4l
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R . MGD [ UG AR PR S LA B i by 4 R A
K ARG i 5 I A3 BT, 100 A A AR 14 5 5
B ARG % A SR A B A, AT N E MGD S8 35 A HR A
R R A TR R T G D RAEAR . Lee S5V SR HIEG
HBRAR EEXT MGD G725 4 AR (B JRAE IR il 7
R BE S T DR AN R R A P BN E . BAR H RTAF ST
PR G AR IR BE R T MGD AR Sk HRAT 28, 9 i W 3 el
B M AR 12 285, (LI U PR 0 s A R R AT 265 1y el
PERIRT B3 5 T HRAR Z 0] A TR 2R I A 422 JBE 1 s o
T TR VA L7 SO TAR B 3 15 B R of B R R ) A SR AT
SRS SO
4 INES

Zi LTk TR R A R & e 7E T HRCE MR 3R 2
LRI B, MGD 5 MGD A G T IR %5 1)
FHOC , WG ARUR ) 38 26 R 98 E 5 200 1 G R A ORI (B 8 AY
S T | AR TR P N TR A S 8 b e S DDA
AT THGENAEIR” B 51 R H AT E A RS
5 TH I 8 15 T R R JAE S — R 5T HRAEAR . BEFE R
BT HR IR 3 B R TR R AL PR AR A TR R A SR 3R [
FRING YT MGD AHSCHE TR B9 2258, I AR B X MGD 1
MR AT B eI MR MR B R A 25 00T, (EUR 25 W) 1 5 A 4K
PRI A B i PR BE AR AL SR 20 56 T LR KR Y, o
B2 M IROFTE 4 R 48 SASUEIRYY . BEE W2 i &
AN I, N TR R A MG AR PR A5 A s SR R 200
A A7 T ST (o e PR I 2 vl LB 2 WL B s
RSB 4 70 A - HR ™ F R HE A 2 SRS IR B 136
JOR AL R HEAL

FZE PSR B A SORAETE R 25 W58

EE kA BRI S Sie SR B D) R IR RS
FE R oklh SEREE SRR BRI 2 5 SO R 5
oA s S5 2 5t SCR R B DU B, A RS
] I [ B e A SO
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