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Abstract

¢ Glaucoma is the leading cause of irreversible blindness
worldwide. Reducing intraocular pressure through surgical
interventions is a crucial approach for managing open -
angle glaucoma ( OAG). In recent years, minimally
invasive glaucoma surgeries ( MIGS ) have gained
prominence, providing a lot of options for the treatment
of glaucoma. MIGS that target the trabecular meshwork-
Schlemm’ s canal pathway act on the main pathway of
aqueous humor outflow with less damage to the normal
anatomical structures of the eye, and are gradually
becoming the mainstream procedures. These surgeries
can be categorized into three main types based on their
mechanisms  of trabecular

action: trabeculotomy,

’

meshwork bypass, and Schlemm ’ s canal dilation.

Representative  procedures and  devices include
gonioscopy - assisted transluminal trabeculotomy
(GATT), microcatheter-assisted trabeculotomy ( MAT),
Trabectome, kahook dual blade (KDB), tanito microhook
(TMH ), excimer laser trabeculotomy ( ELT), iStent
series, Hydrus, ABiIiC, PCP and 3T procedures. This article
reviews the current literature on the application of MIGS
targeting the trabecular meshwork - Schlemm ’ s canal
pathway in OAG. It aims to discuss the principles, efficacy
and safety of such MIGS for the treatment of OAG, and to
summarize the advantages and disadvantages of each
procedure, with a view to informing the choice of surgical
treatment and clinical research for OAG.
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FOGHRIE—ZH A R AE 1 H0L BT e 45 5 0 258 R0 R ) B
P22 2T Y 2453 19U 2 28 P | S A 3Kk LA T i
PESCE YRR o AR B R A TE L, T OGR4 Y
HICHR (open—angle glaucoma, OAG) FlMA £ AIF GIR, JR
KT AR JEIR (primary open—angle glaucoma, POAG)
S T LS Bl PN e DL 0 5 G R A o B R R T
ST OGRS AR R R FEAIRIR 2 B A
FPRGIR M FEFB Y . /NE M -Schlemm 342 /2 B K
T EELR AR R B B e R AR
ﬂéiﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ'ﬁﬁﬁiﬂi(minimaﬂy invasive glaucoma surgeries
MIGS) ZH#fi Xk, MIGS HAT il A AR I I | 22 21k
FEPHA R AR OER T AREEAE LA TR, MIGS 1)
A B 38R 3 R 38 /I 32 B - Schlemm A5 3 428 5 Uk 34 fin
BRI IR AR S R N2 B g1, Hh s n s
B2 ~Schlemm 57425 ALY MIGS , % HR 8 1 fif 1) 45 14
RO /N, 2 v OGR4 R (2020 4F) HEFERIIRIT
POAG T AR Nz — AR R A E IR T ARG
T R W S ARV R ML S A ol N
WEIFF2E /NGE 55 [ 25 T Schlemm 595K 28 = Fh S
RSB AER 2 AL T /NG W ~Schlemm 45 3R £21) MIGS A
57 OAG WUVEHIJFIE A R e AT 2508, T XF & AR
B AT S5, LU OAG FARIAYT Y L5 F il
IRWFSEERME S
1 INERPIFF 2K MIGS

FE/NGER ~Schlemm A ¥R 42 7, B7 K Ui th BEL ) K 43
T /R s INERIAEAE T Schlemm 'A‘E&&ﬁjﬁmﬁﬁﬁ{ﬁm o
NGO 2 8 5 HR 8 SC B A, /N BRI U)TF S 1Y MIGS
A FH D B o U TR 20 B A R /N AR I B AT o A 4 B
I ARAR AT B B M40 T I/ 4 2l Bh iy 42
NGB Y] FF R ( gonioscopy — assisted  transluminal
trabeculotomy, GATT) {74 /48 L4l BI T 360° 40 /N G2
YA ( microcatheter —assisted trabeculotomy, MAT) NG
THEA XX 7] J] (kahook dual blade, KDB) P4 /N2 4] 7F
AR A F 484 (tanito microhook , TMH) PN B§/NZEYIFF AR 43
T Bt /N B Y R (excimer laser trabeculotomy ,
ELT) 41
1.1 GATT 5§ MAT  GATT J&—Fh & A #0548 sl
BELIEAT N B4 R /INE D IF A TR Y 1 P D B o)
AHIAE Schlemm 4 P ZE1T 42 JH] I 13 45 548 4, DT 360°
/N BRI Schlemm A5 Y BELH L, AT AR % /N2 0 7 A= Y
SRR . MAT 5 GATT 254U, IX B 7E T MAT i@ i 45
JEEFN LB S | AT

GATT i H T i & 1 48 R F5 SEHR (primary congenital
glaucoma, PCG) .75 /& B FF £ I G HR ( (junior open-—
angle glaucoma, JOAG) VIR OAG, Grover Z£1M % 198
i OAG B EIEATHEDT , KL GATT RJ5 24 mo POAG ¥
MR FEREAR T 37.3% ; AT A B L MR AR & IR B AR 1T
49.8% . GATT B F AR M I HRE 5, £ PCGJOAG A
OAG ANFEHF ARG 1 a 20 BT 25351 879%™
81.2% 1 83.7%" . MAT ik K ZIAIT PCC 14 br
e, HOR YT PCG M0 1 a S AT TN RN 82.2%"  1RYY
POAG Y 1.3.5 a &1 BHI R 535 2 91.8% . 88. 1% FI
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76.5%"7 X FIFF AR B H LAY I AORE AT A
HA I R B L, AL G — PR AR T AT B A

GATT 5 MAT 4 2 75 T 0] LSt & J8 /N U)IF AT
DI K B B b ARG s K7 S B o L 7, S4B R AT L, 3L
S BT8R KT 515 0T LUBS Bh R o AW S A R
Schlemm 4 77#E . GATT AN+ H45 B¢ AR U ki, (H
h TYIIF L% GATT 5 MAT BYRT 53 H i R/ igt
YIFHFR L, mT e ARG IR R ARz, MS
BREgEme R, PRABMEMEER K, I MLK,
Schlemm & iR 52 F1¥H & Schlemm 45 7 & 7 f & B A
RHAEFAREMAER ",
1.2 /NEHEBAR NI RAJE ] Trabectome 15 £ 1 fill
90°-120° 75 il 1 /NGE R K2 Schlemm 45 P BELH LU TR | H
HE IR TE - D RETT DL S IS 28 200 i W55, - R A X )] [
AP, TE 2004 4ETF 1A BT TG PR | 27 1
RKSEEZIABTT OAG —ZRIBIT FAR T R 2012 - 4
R ER A, SFFAIFE NN OAG B3, v LIS
M FL e [N B OB RN T IR R R AR
( phacoemulsification cataract extraction combined with
intraocular lens implantation, PEI) bl

JINGETH bR 3E T AT 3 OO R s A 45 R 1 L e )
OAG B3, /NEHEEARIATT OAG RJF 2 a (I 51F 3 &
H960%-85% " | 5T B8 OAG 32 /NEEW Bl R J5
6mo—2 a R JEFEAML T 20% - 40% =% % X = 15 -
18 mmHg:w’m o Esfandiari AL N R B R A T
OAG ARJ5 5 a, IR JEM 20.0+5.6 mmHg K ZE 15.6 =
4.6 mmHg, PR EZ5 M N 1.8 1.2 MK E 1.0£1.2 Ff
(n=61), Jea Z"2FE OAG H3& b UEAT Y [l B BF 5 %
BLARSE 24 mo /NI AR IR R FEART 43.5% (n =
115) /NREUIBRAR IR EFEAR T 61.3% (n=102) ,RPI/)
FRTH AR A B PR SCR 55 T /INR DI BR AR (I 2 E A
R (BRAMEIML) o & I ZIEEFEAR P Schlemm 45 1R I 1
JIZ P IRt ) o I 6 5 X I R RE K 2 TT [ AT K
Y I BT R E R AR 1%

INGETE BRI S R YD 0N TR s R e
5 PELERG PREA LI S22t 1 - ke T LA B Asf e
VA ARG I, P A S O /N R AR 1 R
WE A B, AR AR PR AT 25 v S5 R B, DR oL T S
H] 0AG,
1.3 KDB WES/NEMYIFFAR  KDB P /N GE N U] FF A 2
— B A KDB BUITFAR T4 /NGE R U] IF () MIGS , o
RRBL I, T LAAE /N GE W v = A SEA T 00 11, DT 25 B
— AR NGER N Schlemm 45 P BELHZY — AT 3-5
AT Y RS T SR VIBR A 48U

Berdahl 27 Bifi1i 147 KDB P4 #6/INGE U0 HF R 19 42
1] 53 HE OAG HE, K 6 mo J5HRJEM 23.5+1.1 mmHg [%
K= 15.0+0.6 mmHg, FEHR K254 M 2.5+0.2 F AL 2=
1.5+0.2 Fh, KDB P4 /N2 R 4] JF A Al 7] BE A3 PEI™
Dorairaj %' & 31 KDB B4 PEI RJ5 12 mo IRJEM 16.8+
0.6 mmHg F&MK % 12.420.3 mmHg, KR EZ5H M 1.6+0.2
FREARZE 0.820.1 Ff'(n=52) , KDB A #&/NEERIUITF A
1a M N 64.2% ™ 1] UL JGIE 2 Bl T R A &
EXA PELLKDB PY /N U AR B e A S IRIR e, L
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I L AE 5 /NP RAR L

KDB P4 i/ INGE U] FF A B 16 a5 A0 455 A0 % AR BR | 354
AT ERPEE 5 PELIG . H/NEEIERARAR L, KDB A~
o L EUB ) R YR B v R A . A /N R TE R 4 GATT,
B/ NRE MY —4c4E , nTRES B T AR AR/ N /i i
AT B 21 2 Ak 0 KU T KDB. A 3L 7T 4 - 470 6% 174 /)N
PALEA — B TR, NIk KDB Al i B W 4 g K
/ﬁﬁﬁj%{m: o 1B KDB A #i155 Schlemm %9#@%5@%@, El)
FHC G RAFFE 70
1.4 TMH WE/NEYIFAR  TMH 2% M T NERYIIF/ N
RH)FAE, TMH 0] Y1 JF 120° -240° 38 B /N2 R0 12
TMH A5 ELE A7 50 R0 e 6 = Fh 28 10 2 44 FH T & /N 22
W, A7 45 2 6 FH B0 /N2 2

Yokoyama 55 Bfiifi 74552 TMH P4 /N2 VI FF AR 1)
42 5] 47 BR OAG &, KB ARG 12 mo B M 27.3+
10.2 mmHgl‘%ﬁE% 15.6+4.1 mmHg,ﬁ%ﬁEE%%M 3.9+1.2
FFEARZE 2.241.7 Flt, S F IR K 61.7% , Okada %5
T TMH 5 KDB ()97 5%, il 4 B U717 TMH [N i /N 32
PIF AR 47 IRANAT KDB P/ NZ YT A 52 1], &
36 mo B PHLL ) S5 B Y1353 3R 55.0% F1 48.2% (P =
0.32), BB TMH 5 KDB B H I FAREHEAH Y, TMH
/NG TE AR 1) I K RE AL FE 1T B i, — 2o M R R T
A

TMH P4 /NG TE AR (0 A AL 46 . VD7 32 ) 114 918
Bl (TR K B =52 =) (PR B 27 2] i 4&
S ARG S BRI AR ), 5B G NI A
PR B30 T AR F, TMH AR MR T RE T2 5
YIFF Schlemm 45 PN BE i A5 45 e e 2
1.5 ELT  ELT 2R HES T3V bR 0 /N JE K
LA E B MIGS™ |, M F IO B K B A
A% Xk BRI 4 R i/ )s ELAS S 1 7K A4 5 i i
AR S A TR T A, ELT {4 308 nm S /L1 ( XeCl)
WEAr FI06 , 76 /N2 R F Schlemm 45 P BE 72 42200 pum FY)
NFLLVRIT IR R 20 pum , 38 % T AR BB L 900

Jozic 2557 %k Az gk PEL ELT BEA PEL 5/NG8 7 fil
RECE PEL [ OAG & 4T UM 5T, gl A 245 HR

EREIRASG 1 a ZHMRED M T 1.5£4.0 4.3+
5.6.5.3+4.5 mmHg, FEHR 254 53 51198 /> T 0.1+0.8.,0.9+

0.8 110.8+0.7 Ff, i ] ELT Bk A& PET f & AR 58 T o
I PEL, SCHk 78 ELT 19 2% 7 8L %K 47% -90% ™,
ELT §)9f %8 3254 /i by H I A — i PR T
ELT M40 s A8 1 FHOUH R & AN, 5
HANEYITFZEFARM EL, ELT B9 R AL S BN, R I wT
Pr b, Rz F R BRIRAERNTZ IR,
2 NG 5E B ZE MIGS
INGE W 5% 1% 25 MIGS T AR 4545 iStent 45 A A . iStent
inject FE AR | iStent inject W Tl AR FI iStent infinite 8 A
AR BEZETFAR B B K S A A P DA s 2 i /N )
#EA Schlemm B 1 T 5L /N G2 W 55 1  F55 7K 28 3 R AR A
Y HFEGA Schlemm 8, PUTHT I8 38 0 57 A3t | B I HR
JFER B,
2.1 iStent AR iStent AN IR AY , & —
i LIEAFRREHAAY ™ K 1 mm, & 0.33 mm, N4

120 pm™™ | [ 2004 4E# B H T 06 KDY . iStent 18 H 5
PEL B & TR, AR 405 18 5 2, — IR F AR AT LIE A 24>
iStent ,

Samuelson 25 4RI T — I L4 iStent BE 4 PEI 55
i PEL VR YT OAG 1Y Bifi AL %) AR 3 56 ( randomized controlled
trial, RCT) 15, WS40 A 240 IR , RS 12 mo BES TR
FIERAR PEL 2H 1) TR 58 2 325351 R 729% F1 50% , W
iStent B¢ 4 PEI B FEACRL T 5040 PEL, Katz % % BLRH
F iStent FHA YR I IN, AR R A0 REAR IR BE TR, H L
B 42 90 S AR A P 5 A6 A R B R i A s 8 B A o A s
BHZE , HA W5 e S KU AR /N
2.2 iStent inject AR  iStent inject S5 Y iStent, Ky
— PRIk B K 360 wm, FEJE H A2 230 }me: . iStent
inject AEL A3 1 & FH A9 HE T AR AE A i HE VR AR 0T DL R
2 AY), T 2018 4FTESRE LT,

Hengerer LT g % PRTE iStent inject A PEI RJ5
36 mo,0AG B H IR IEM 22.6+6.2 mmHg (K & 14.3+
1.7 mmHg, FEAR FE25 8 M\ 2.5 1.1 FhFEAE 2 0.8+£0.9 Ff
(n=41), Samuelson L2130 38 iStent inject B4 PEI RBY
2 a KM E N 75.8% (n=387), LI I iX BEHFIE R
iStent inject FELARIAYT OAG WA, FARIF KIE
5 iStent ?@ﬂ){[m 5
2.3 iStent inject W # AR iStent inject W & 57 =18
iStent, JE AR 55 iStent inject K, £ 360 pm, 5K H &
360 wm, [F)FEIE I B HEE SR AR A, TT AR 2 A4
AW, T 2020 4E4E L E BT, T 202405 £ E AR B
T, B HTE N E R iStent inject W AL AR,

Deneri Z5™ H %8 T iStent inject W 5 iStent inject TEHE

& PELIBIT OAG BYITEL, IR JG 6 mo, iStent inject W ZH
MR EFEAR T 2.2 mmHg (n=35), iStent inject ZH F& K T
0.06 mmHg(n=32) ,{H iStent inject ZH 1 [ IR £ 25 9 vk 2>
i B 52 2 K T iStent inject W 21 (P =0.037), BRI 25
Sy T 1.28 B AN 0.62 Bl SR, Morita 25 1 %
iStent 45 iStent inject W B4 PEL BYRRTERCR TG B 22 5 |
YA iStent ZH 55 HRF iStent inject W 2H 105 R, 5 25 ¥ R
JE RN B IR 24 ) 05 41 6] 25 S TC 48 1 5 B X, iStent
inject W HLARY 1 a KERINH A 78.4%
2.4 iStent infinite N  iStent infinite &5 PUAY, iStent,
555 =4X iStent 1 X I 7E T iStent infinite A] 2% 3 4> 37
2] iStent infinite T 2022 4EAEEE 1, &35 E FDA
S — YA HE AT LA ST VA TT AP BE N R TR A O IR R
9o ) R AR A B

Sarkisian %’AM {38 T — iStent infinite 1§97 OAG 1)
I AR, XF 72 1] 72 HR OAG £ #E4T iStent infinite (3 4>
THNVAR, ARG 12 mo R EFEMK T 5.940.6 mmHg, 5%
PRI 76.1%

PO iStent 1 3 [F L 25 7E TAE AP/ L T AR B AR
HOFRE A 7S PELECE, v LRI A 244 A
Y, DR B R R AR R B e 2R B Ik T F AR AR,
didEr > 4, iStent inject W Fl iStent infinite SR TN
iStent inject (WAL b0k 1 90 5L IR AR, A BY T80 fE
AT BRI RS, , HE T S AR AR P B T WL, i TR
BT A A O A I BHZE AT e BT AR R M, A
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TETE N2 2 AR
3 Schlemm & 5%k MIGS

BEEBFFE TR , Schlemm 45 13 3 5 7K 3l 18 7 B 7K
T B R A B SR T E AL, A R B
Schlemm " 3k (IFLE SRR T FEIREEAE Y . Schlemm
B 5k MIGS BT R HL N B3k Schlemm & 5 4 45
A 2 3% Schlemm 5 3 B4 A1/ 38 BT 0 32 540 4%
Hydrus TS AR TN 1% Schlemm & IE A (ab interno
canaloplasty, ABiC) , ik, 7E Schlemm % #" 5k fY F A J #E
L S5 A /NG I B A B MIGS 464045 28 3% 1 Schlemm
B HIE AR (penetrating canaloplasty, PCP) F151 £ S A1 P %
=I5 (trabeculotome tunnelling trabeculoplasty, 3T) FA
3.1 Hydrus X Z24#E N AR Hydrus 2 28— A B
A9 Schlemm 4 % 22, M8 4k & & # A, £ 8 mm, &
0.3 mm'* T 2018 4EF A FH TR . Hydrus fi 2248
FOVE R R B EE alad 3 AL 519 557K, $E 4 /N 5 ) 5%
%38 [ 5 7F Schlemm 88 i /E Ry SCHR 4 29 90° S Y 5Kk &2
H ARG ERN K 4-5 ﬁ?,ﬁ&iﬁjﬂt Schlemm & & JI5 34
B, 375k /INGE I 1 G K B 25 ) i N e B A

Hydrus 822840 AR 20 H T4 P BE OAG YR
7 . Samuelson %5V HRIE A —I Ll RCT W5, L4 A
369 14 369 HR POAG 3%, &k 3 Hydrus B4 PEI RJ5 2 a,
IR FERAIE T 7.6 mmHeg, W8 R FE 2540800 T 1.4 Fl | B R A
S5 TF AU PEL; Hydrus 2H A9 F AR T2 & F 5080 PEL, 43
BIE 77% M1 57% , Pleiffer 257 ££ 100 7] 100 HE OAG
HHHEATI RCT MFoE 45 R 5 2 L, & B Hydrus BX &
PEL [ 2 a Z50F )26 5 T 5l PEL, 4351108 80% Fl 46%
XEEHFSEIESE T Hydrus (2427 OAG BB E I [ R AR
TRUIHG, (SRR IF KA Hydrus 30028 A 11 AR BfFE
W EERE P9 R B 7.6% B A FEAR G 3 a B A PE S,
IR SRR EF Y HAb I & E & A R A,
— L PR HE T A K i 2

Hydrus T8 S AE AR 09 O 5002 A2 9 AH 25 M 4 B 03
N ABRE A e A b s B 2E ] B 2 BT R R UL
3.2 ABiC ABiC & —F & N I 1 5 48 1 A BEBR 7 9k
Schlemm & i MIGS™ | Gallardo %> % Bl ABiC 167
OAG RJ5 1 a HRJEM 20.4+4.7 mmHg [ = 13.3+
1.9 mmHg, F#IR FE25 4 A 2.8£0.9 FPui /0 %] 1.1£1.1 Fh
(n=73) . Gallardo"* Fifi1)i T 53 #41] 60 HE POAG 3, &
ABiC RJ5 2 a /1A IR REIRIR EA50CR . ABIC AR5 F- 10
A LI N 82%-86% " K UL I I i A s A DI T
Bf A H S I RN A S R R B B, PR AR 1wk PN
W HA I & E AL,

ABIC (P S A5 . (1) 5 MAT %41 8% MIGS # 1,
ABIC A EE BN LR 20 2L TR B ) R S5 PR A2 P
(2)5 GATT AL, ABiC AP i, BG4S (1) i T
P88 T S8 B /NG ) ABIC 1) 6 T g JE AT BE R KL GATT,
HIEWIA7 Schlemm 45 PR IH MG AT RE, (2) X 55 f 4544
P EEEER E . () MU RS A I, (4) FARET
BURE, FI &K,

8.3 PCP PCP J&—# AN AT IF Schlemm & I VIR J)

/NG R (BT A U £H 280) N T Y MIGS

FAREITFEALHG . /NGEFF 5, (5 K 47 % 11 BL3E 0
586

A Schlemm % Wi ; 2826 K W9 7K Schlemm 4,

PCP JF I 1 ARAZ B3 fR IS 29 , AN AZ # R e ¥ 52
i, 38 FH T OAG R M IR Ye 10X} 45 ]
52 i} POAG FH AT RCT #F5%, ARG 24 mo,PCP 4
oM BT 2 RN 58 42 W ) #53 0R 92.3% il 76.9% , A1 i
Schlemm & BB AL 50510 64.1% F1 52.1% , 5 W PCP 1Y
FARBINZE T4 Schlemm 45 MIE A o BRI 45" Hi
BT84 5] 5 F PCP B4 PEL 78, KBRS 6 mo
PCP W4 LR K 89% , 5E & M H N 67% (n=27) ,
PEREELE S 1Y PCP AT DL SR AS A4 (0 [ R 3% SR, PCP
I & RE AL FE T b5 i VAT D ks BRI i 4

PCP M s 045 . (1) 5N MIGS A L, PCP AR2Z 5

LS BRI B 21, (2) 5 Schlemm % B AR AH
Ee, PCP it YIIF Rl /NG ) BRAEG T /I 5% 1 A 19 ) 7K L
F1o (3) H5/NEUIBRARM L, PCP A ¥ 2 i 481, 7 3k G0
VeI A OCIE RAE Bl AR T A B IR 20 FR
Bf A TFARF I ER &
3.4 3T FAR 3T FARNFR/NPEE A, TR EH
A (1) PIFFEB 43 /INGE W A B3 7K 3% 3 A Schlemm 455
(2) F FH &5 38 5  9K Schlemm 45 M £ W A O, ik 3%
Schlemm % 35 B3 F1 /N2 (0G5 (3) sk ST ME4E L B T
Schlemm & W, K P 5Kk Schlemm %, 3 K Schlemm & M
RWE N D EHAR, HEEZ WA H 1A R T IR B /NG 0 A=
YILBE ThfE

3T FAEH T MBS A OAG LUK ff B85 1A B 12
PRI OEHR . T B A9 RCT BT LA T 3T
T ARE GATT {697 OAG MIYT R, RJ5 3 mo 3T AR &M
21.5+6.8 mmHg [FFfKZE 16.1+2.0 mmHg(n=20) ,GATT 4
AR 22.2+6.1 mmHg FEAK % 16.0£3.1 mmHg(n=23),
ARJG 3 mo 3T 411 GATT 41 414 B L3R 4351 A 87% Al
89% , A LR 25 R G242 3 A 3T FAM AR IF &
JE B /D BN 3T FARMA S GATT Mk H& &tk H
o EAREH, BRI, AR RN T
BRI, 9 55 B 2 S8R G . 3T T AR AL A5 7E T /1
W B BRSNS AR B T /NGE AR PR D fE 2T
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