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Abstract

¢ Glaucoma is a group of irreversible blind eye diseases
with specific optic nerve damage and visual field defect.
Early diagnosis and treatment of glaucoma is vital for
prognosis, but difficult in clinical practice. Macular
ganglion cell complex thickness( mMGCC) consists of the
inner three layers of retina:retinal nerve fiber, ganglion
cell and inner plexiform layers, which is glaucoma target
tissue so to be measured the thickness of the mGCC as
better indicator for early diagnosis in glaucoma. Optical
coherence tomography (OCT) is a non - contact, good
repeatability technique to obtain fast high - resolution
images from the anterior and posterior segments of the
eye, and it has been widely used in ophthalmology.
Spectral - domain ( SD) OCT allows a higher image
resolution and can measure the thickness of mGCC
thickness, providing new parameters for the early
diagnosis of glaucoma.
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HOGHR & —Fh A RRIE AP 22400 35 AL B ol 1 A T
WOECH IR, L RUN2 W A T R PE TS 1 G
BB DX O JI5E R 22 1 4l S 2 A AR (macular ganglion cell
complex,mGCC) 1 ¥ BE DX A0 I J5E (1) o = )2 45 44 41 1, 2
FEAW R B0 25 £ 4 )2 (nerve fiber layer, RFL) 1 2575 41
M JZ ( gangalion cell layer, GCL) #l N MACIR JZ (inner
plexiform layer,IPL) , ' J& 75 Y IR 25 ¥ 361 3 1 R 4 41,
BT OCIR B FIHZ W, D65 AE OB E 434 (optical
coherence tomography , OCT) H.7G A 3% fu 4 v 5 &2 P4 |
RBUIR AR UG DAL A, CAEIRBHSS)vZ 0, W 5
OCT BEHR AL B Ry 9 IRIR 53 P32 AT 0k B B DX A 10 J5 o 22
YN E AR (mGCC) 14 JE B2 HE AT RS B I 4, 4 75 O IR
R UN L TE T

SRR MU OCT 5 8 B IX A4 22715 4 i 52 6 15 Dt
HOLIR
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S A AT S5, XU S OCT Kl mGCC R 75 i & v 75 0k
HRAZ Wb B B RS [ BRIRBESR A 2016516 (11) :2039-2043

05lF

HOGHR A — B R 2451 3 AR BT Sl 1
AA W ECH IR, T = 2020 4E48R5 & P OGHR B %
FEIRF] 7960 T3 N, T K A& M O IR B KA 3
2082 JTN (14 27.4% )" i TRIEFHLREH EH 2
W2y 2/3 EA2 e REA 3 b (I, B Lok T DR B L T
RETF- TR AL Ty 2k R R OCIR R W2 W A ik e 2
KEE, HATHLER G A AT 2 5 LR 12 W 1 6 b e, (H
ERMATTEC 2R, 78 I BLIG IR b ml A I 3] 19 75 OB IR
PRET kBt 2 77, T O MR X A0 I JEE A 28 715 40 i ( retinal
ganglion cells, RGCs) MY FE A e C & & A, BT UL B % 0F
i RGCs 1% R J& 75 G IR RS I i 8, 29 50%
DA E Y RGCs S FH#BEIX ,RGCs 15 8 ~ 10 J2, HA A
PRI 10 ~ 20 4% ; (RIS AR e TR, B RE R &5 44 B
& B, JE RN, OB STEIE W AR S S B/, i BB
WP BB RGCs (19 & RAR ] g J2 B 95 L IR 12 It
g — b S B TR

OCT J&— A H2 fil 1 | 15 73 38 00 0 44 A ) 2H 21 485
P BARTAR PR BB B 42 % Wb I 2 7L =k | epRNFL D) &
B RE DAL DO S5 B 2 K, LI {1 5 4 2 i B A
— Bz 0 T IR 2 W7 S Rty R i
OCT( time—domain OCT,TD-OCT) Hi T 43 ¥ R %A, A EE
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4 RGCs MILA S5 4 i 4385 2k, B LA 7322 5 W 92
P cpRNFL BH07E12 W G HR 77 1 T 5 5 X 42 )2 AL I
WREL e 2 878 AR B T B OCT (' spectral — domain
OCT,SD-OCT) 5 TD-OCT # kb BA 5 = (40 R R A
JEERTBE PR A A R R T LAY A S B BRSO R 10 J2
LKL S AN/ NI A A8 Ak, I BE A 2 R N RE DX A0 o
JE AR, T 5 G HR (9 2 R 4L T 3 S 50— o B
DX AR 2 A A R (mGCC) RS
1 EWMXMHZTHEMEE S EKHER

B RE DX 25 A0 L 52 AR S P TR DX A ) B Y
N 3 25 R 2E B, B IR Aok 2 2 44 )22 ( RFL) 400 19
7 A A 28 2 B A T AR (GCL) AL I Y 4
L 740 R4S 2L FSC AT P DACER J2 (TP )« Fhr 08 90 5545 440 e ) A 5
O, X 3 245 IE M R E L IR A S—
mGCC M | Z i Ishikawa 25 $2 Y — R AL 55 i) F1) ] if
B OCT MU R BE 53 )2 03k i 3d 2k %) 23 i 1E 8 A
124 )75 SR AT HEATRIEGY 5 AN [R] A8 8 B A 00 o
2, S B S BE S5 /N R A BIF Y B B B 25 4T 4
2 D Z A I A A (L35 1 4B 2 | N AR R %
JE) TEFOCHR #2588 (P <0..002) , 1M1 M2 P K
WA Z 52 5 HL b3 3 Y J2 25 44 % G IR 2 Wi e ) =
THBEA)Z ISR (P<0.049) , /85 cpRNFL Y2
Wit AL, & Z MR EME 25 (P=0.15), ZF
FEE SRR PR )2 00 IR VB 0 e T R P A I Y R A
T 2 BEJS Tan 2617 B0 75 6 R P9 2 9L K
TEJEFE MR UETS T 2 80, R Tshikawa %5607 42 1 1 35 BE
SYIETTET N E N AT T A Z S, RN
)RR (B R 2 4R )2 AR I NR)Z ) 2
SRR 5 o B L, N A2 AR AR R 2D A 2R R g ( A
WIRIZ AMEZIZ DCIRAZ 48 P9 1B T R (5 25 1 7 i e
JZ) AN, Tan %50 R BB N =2 A3 —4
BRRIBEE X P AN G AR (mGCC) , LI T
B2 Wr s OGIR . B R OCT 39 4 5 1 K 4 Pk
FCHE T, ST S 25 A2 A R i, H: Gec
ST AR T BB S X mGCC $EAT A 3h 4 243, I LA
OCT Ml & mGCC JEEES A BRIl EE M, it fg
% S AT T G IR 0 B0 DX A0 19X s ) 20 B A — > BHLAR fY
ji‘zi[lo, 14] .
2§55 OCT #ill mGCC =S R P R

Tan %' 5 5432 F] RTVue FD-OCT %75 G HE 4 % 3
TTHF 55, & 3 76 AL B 451 % 1 9 OB IR 41 ( perimetric
glaucoma, PG ) ) mGCC JEEE AUROC (0.90) /& F #H
X2 JZ 00 M % ( macula retinal , MR) JEE AUROC (0.85),
Wi 2R HA G L (P=0.021) ; 7500 BF 45 2 Fiy 44
FHHGHR4H ( pre—perimetric glaucoma, PPG) -4 mGCC J& &
AUROC(0.78) & T MR J£J# AUROC (0.76) , {H W % It
MG E L, [FR SD-OCT Frillf3 ¥ mGCC J&E
AUROC (0.90) 5 TD - OCT Jf il 15 ) cpRNFL J&
AUROC(0.92) /Lt , & LG it X (P>0.1), ¥E:
AUROC 53U B E R AE i 8 N AR, & H r ) 32 hi
JHF BE2A2 Wk B8 B9 PEHr , AUROC 8K, 12 W i 8
. AUROC A HU{E YT M 0. 500 ~ 1. 000, AROC 7E
0. 500 ~0.700 BFZ WM EEAK, 75 0. 700 ~ 0. 900 B2 K
WMl b 45, £ 0.900 LA B 32 K f 8 %5 05 fR 2 B
mGCC A I B S22 = 1 8 B DX I BB 1) 12 W AL T
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mGCC 5 cpRNFL 2 Wit e HA ] Fotk i BEIX. GCC
JEL ARG I 2 7 G R 12 W7 B W 2 J i B R vk, B
Schulze %5 1 il SD—-OCT B ik — & L mGCC & |
cpRNFL JEEJE K L 3k AR G H8 A5 A 75 OB HR S 1 R 4 v
(I IWIALRE , 45 5 & B LR B 1) mGCC MR JE i1
B WA R TR, Wi LR EE I S HBUK KN ¢/D
FoAE . cpRNFL JEFE K mGCC JEJE | = F 6] 22 % L5 it
AR Tan S5 MIAF, 76 IE 5 IR M 35 G IR %
JHTE ,Seong a0 W BIF 5T S IR , A B 5 P0G S
B, mGCC JE BN & 4585 cpRNFL JEE B A B &1
A [ RNFLY (8 8 4548 5 B 8 4mmx4mm ) Fl RNFL2
(TG BE R 3. 45mm) (9 AHE R B9k 0. 773,
0.774(P<0.001) ,*F¥ mGCC JEE AUROC (0. 945 ) MEAK
F RNFL1 D)% RNFL2 JEJE AUROC(0.973 #10.976) , =
TG 2 2 ] i 7 6 IR B35, mGCC )R
AUROC 1 T c¢pRNFL J£ & AUROC (P<0.01), #/R
mGCC 5 cpRNFL JEE XL 4] 1E 5 HR R4 75 6 HR A5 A8 )
ZWiRE 7, JUH R R B 55 o G S R, AR
1M Lee 25703 1 %t 30 AR 2% o ot BHAE AN 33 HRBAPE 11
FOCIRAR B AT T HF9E, & I mGCC & B8 7 X 9l 2 B A7
FE55 HHO S R T AR T cpRNFL RS, 7EFOLIR 7 22
WAL AE T I, Kim 25 (5294 A 130 4] 1E % A1 138 4]
FHOLR B ARG AL E S 545 ( mean defect, MD) {EKF
T Ot AR e 7™ R R 4 o B b B e A, 25 AR SR
mGCC 2R S HE R WECIR h A2 8i6e 71 (AUROC =
0.834) W&/ T cpRNFL( AUROC =0.782) ,/H —# L i
I 2E R (P=0.330) , 5 Chen " BFIR 45— 3L,
SR LA A R 38 , 41 Moreno 25" i il SD-OCT %} 67
B AR K 56 4 1E # AN SEAT R, 25 5 & B mGCC
SR AUROC 7351 -3 (0.815) . F77(0.807) . R J7
(0.788) , =# Al LA T 22 5 ; cpRNFL 2809 AUROC 4
S AE441(0.735) | FJ5(0.728) L F 5 (0.697) , =]
A 22 55 08 48 1 22 = 3 1 4 mGCC ) AUROC
(0. 815) = T-F-# RNFL [ AUROC(0.735) , 2% R AF1ESE
PeEE X, HARER %N 80% B -2 mGCC A1 cpRNFL
JEEBE A SR 20 ) 66. 7% .62.9% , Fang %" #F 5%
T SD-OCT B mGCC Fl cpRNFL J& 800t 34 151 5 44 )5
KMETF AR YEHR ( primary open angle glaucoma, POAG )
B K 42 BIEH N2 Wik i, A #E cpRNFL 250
SE# epRNFL JEEE i) AUROC #x K, mGCC 251 AUROC
PHET cpRNFL 2401 AUROC, 43 H7 H 301X 26 2% S 11 Jit
IR AT EAE T 8 BE IXAXAFAE 50% 2247 19 RGC, 1fij £ RNFL
Pt A A T 100% B9 RGC, W] BE 5 & HF 58 % 4 X
AR KA AT T R R G, 534, mGCC I & 1Y
FEIEROIE T BE X, B T S A S, A0 R AT A
R L4855 K 25 45 945 X RNFL 4k 19 3, I H
mGCC TR 3Z J YRS B MRS A2 ) Kim 257 B
5% T mGCC H1 cpRNFL JE B S 06 & 51 i B IR 19
JEHR AL Wi i i, 25 SR & B, T OEIR 4 mGCC R E 5
cpRNFL JE A IE # 21 B B 48 # ( P<0.05) , *F) mGCC
JE B AUROC (0.889) & T cpRNFL J& £ AUROC
(0.825) ,HME LI FE L (P=0.422) , % EXRA
A3, o R R g HEBR TR I A B e B LY
B, RILUES CIR G IE & EIE IR, mGCC £
M5 AT e cpRNFL B B Z 2 Wi (i S,
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cpRNFL 5 4L 57 - 2y 55 ( mean defect, MD) 9 AH ¢
PEE AT > Hrp LEF MD 238 O AG I BT A7
AN 1 S B 114 189 L 359 {5 4 I 4 1% 4 1 8 349 M 22 ] 19 22
{8, S P Y EBR (E, 2R 3246 1 BN IR 5 TR 8 1
NS5 B0 AR He T v s AR R B B A9 A8 4k s ke
THCIRXT LA 2T e E RS . SR mGCC 5 P T
MD f A 56 P 3T 28 4F B A % E 52, Mori 4570 LR T
mGCC JEEE MR 5 #LEF MD 22 [] 5 A0 56 M | 45 5 26 B /i
P B 508 MD HLAT %5 U1 M P (mGCC T . r =
0.580,P<0.001 ;MR :r=0.458,P<0.001), Jf H Boling
287 3 [0 9k A T B A S Y 2 A2 B A
oy A0 X3 A O T A DG PEFE AR Spearman R (Y
B R NT I 14 R 22 [ A7 AR I AR DG, Tk ) A e 458 3
F SD-OCT *f POAG 75 #£47 T mGCC JEJE | cpRNFL J&
JEM &, A HT T 3 50U MD YA G 1, 45 3R & B
SD-OCT & #illl i mGCC JEFERENE [X 43 POAG 35 5 1E
WK, HBEE F OGRS 6 1Y 2 &, mGCC #1 cpRNFL J&
I H 2R A T O MDA & o Ok kK mGCC TR
FE I cpRNFL J& JE 4 5 WL EF MD & IE A& (r=0. 601,
0.810,P<0.01) 5 Boling %" flBF 57 45 Al —2 . X ik
B mGCC JEESEHENS I POAG X RGCs [ E R
T POAG R & FF F 3 SR ( primary angle —
closure glaucoma, PACG ) A [F] fA) 95 B BE R, BRI fil 22715 41
i R R A 40 E |, Inuzuka %5 F) ] HD-OCT X} R A F
FaHE T B A 67 4] 67 IR PACG 17T mGCC J&
JFE B, e B mGCC & B 2 30 5 Y IR e AR 1) — A~
BAEPR, B S5 MR AL A & R —80E, e R T
PTG I 3] 55 75 6 R0 35 A0 56 p g A e A, ) 45
iz SD - OCT 43 1) X 48 1 Ji % Pk 1) ff 80 5 O TR S 3%
(chronic primary angle—closure glaucoma, CPACG) M 7] 5
HIGIR # 3 (suspected glaucoma, SG) B cpRNFL J& J& |
mGCC JEREHAT TRz, 3F 53 B 173X P2 cpRNFL JE B |
mGCC J& B 5 ML EF MD i #H G, & LR CPACG 4
cpRNFL .mGCC ¥ 5 EF MD £ B 8 19 1E A 56 (r=0. 65,
0.72),SG 4 cpRNFL 5 HLEF MD JHH &M (r=0.206) ,
HmGCC 5 HLE MD 2 IEA &M (r=0.313), B
mGCC Y728 A AE T IR R T ek

M2 AR OCT YEAT mGCC & BE & Ak fig 1 1)
T OGHR 0 2 0 2 T G R R 2 W Y S 2R
b, 25 A SRR TG 25 A W X O R e 17 BR i Ay
RPN R B,
SENMMEMSHAEST RPN
3.1 MATHEE+IMARE M SD-OCT PEREHR = |
A HAR 58, SD-OCT W] G I i mGCC H1) GCL+
IPL, i35 YGIR L IHIZ W O BE J1 3R — 253 W . Wang
LR 26 B EHR K 20 5 1E H % BE2H B9 v & B
HEBE AL ) B PN K% 2 (INL) 140 2 40 00 J 1,355 &0 AR
2 AIMEZ B )2 B R & Bruch JETE L
AR 2H 1 D R 2H %) VRS B B s v TG 25 S, (B BRE 0 00 )
GCL+1IPL JB JF 1 HF G IR 4 W & ¥ T 1E % X 4,
Kotowski 2538 H4¢ T # BEEB RNFL , GCL+IPL  GCC  #h
JZW MR (outer retinal,OR) MR % cpRNFL J& ¥ 7 H
R H A2 WAL e , 25 S 3 B 8 BE 0 F- 15 GCL+IPL JEEJE Al
¥ GCC TR B B B w2 Wi e 7, HL 3 2 ) 25 SR Al
UL, oGt ih 2 2% 5% (AUROC 43 %1 A 0. 901,0. 900) , 5

cpRNFL 2 Wi A 24 . 17 Takayama 25 Ik LASAC T
A7 3 Tk /N GCL+IPL JE B | RE S 5k 40 LU FE H T4,
PIME B BB T BERS Sk B 5 T2 1 RGC %
g ERZ W OEIR . ik, Kimura 287 %} 78 451 B 48
TOGHR (39 1 TE55 50 I8 BF 51 5, 39 {511 5% Hp 0 00 M 43
) B BE S AR AR 6] )2 K 41 A ( mRNFL ., GCL + IPL
GCC) WYJEREEHEAT T f2: , & B0 3% B & #e /)N GCL+IPL J&
JETEA b A R OLIR hizWie S e, o
HALWME ., Mwanza %7 i il SD-OCT 114 1L 19 i s
ZT UM (RGC) 43 Hr iR IIE 52, GCL+IPL J& & RE U2 1R
I S LA OG IR B FE S IR . 28 LR, il i
SAT GCL+IPL JEJE A B 75 SR H2 187
B2 HMATHMESKEESEMMNEEENILE
Kita 257 25 7638 F] SD-O0CT ( RTVue—100) ¥ 9ll mGCC
3L b B BT — Bl OB A B BE S 8 B G/T LA
(ganglion cell complex thickness to total retinal thickness
ratio) tHHL & mGCC JEJE 5 MR W H(EH, Mk G/T kb
LSk IF REAS HE— 25 2 = P92 0 I 2 500 5 G HR 14 12 W
RES1, THRET HA AR, {12 H SD-OCT X} 99 i
POAG [ 35 ] 1IE # N # 17 T mGCC, MR, OR DA K&
cpRNFL JEREM & 8 G/T Al 350 3408 7 ix g
ZHTERIR Y ZWiRE ), SR KMIE®E AW G/T 4
$136.0% 1.5% , P H IR EH G/T(E 0 31.8% +
1.7% , LR B E G/T ik 30.2% +2.6% , =
FEA G = X BIRE IR G/T WEZ
WrAs /N AETOCIR 2 W RE J1 71, G/ T AR AUROC W
5 F MR J% cpRNFL JEJE AUROC( P<0.05) ; I H7E 45
SE>90% B G/T LU AH A BURME Sl 93.94% 1 5 2 AR
B, 7E AR ARES Hollo %" iz ] RTVue—100 OCT i &
50 flIEE N 28 Bl SR R 5 33 il PPG LA & 66 f5i PG
i) cpRNFL Fl mGCC J&JE I 1 G/T HAH, IF R T
SRS EOGF IR A2 W RE T, HUR IR N os AR T
FH IEH N vs PPG Hl PG L J IEH AN vsPG 1 F 1
RNFL, F 77 RNFL, ¥ mGCC A & F J5 GCC J& fF
AUROC BT G/T fH, B G/T HWiE I B A 1 iR 9
JEHRRE ST, BEEH G/T HL{H T & Y HR 2 Wi Jr i vl A
FETER 22 57, i AR B HAE R OCIR A — 2 Wi ds b, 47
T REWFIT
4 35 OCT EE AL AR B PR 14

H AT, BB JEE 3 0 St 12 W 75 % AR D7 T A7 AR —
JRBRE . (1) M3 OCT 78 BUR B 5 57 8 5 2 IR IR Bk %
Bl K AL L 43 2 2 I 52 i), ol 45 RS K B 7 A Bl
FEUN L (2) A )5 B AR B AR B L A0 E Hi S R B4 A
IREATFE R4 56 22, i AG IS 28 X 5 G IR 2 Wy 32 31— i
A BE RNFL 1E 3 {8 8 AR B g BR %15 (3) 76
ARZ MR A5t OCT Ml & mGCC JEH R R, % J& i ol B
MEMNSERERE —EMALE,; BB 28I Fr—Lt
T BB N E A BOR A 2w R X TR R A A
T8 A FH B B G 0 A R R E A R (4) P
PR3 B4y [R]EFN AT B 52 e B B 0 %o 7 G HIR 11432 BT LA B
57 W03 A9 — SO bR E R A 3h B A A
(standard automated perimetry , SAP) i & & T RE M3k 1Y 4
bR, FERIITEOCHR | Bl P92 00 R0 B AR 3, 97 K R 25 1)
X35k (Ricco X)) S FIREFCEERE AR A SAP S, R4 L
DX oA X6 SR A AL R L, AT T 2 2 M T 25 2 A
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(EBERRE) 5 SAP UL Z [ AH G e, I AE &
JEHRABIBE T v A5 OCT # BEJSE B 1) 0 2 75 e Ay
FIIZ W 6 IR AL f 28 450 3 19— 38 b il A 1R T
5%, B 5 2245 6 cqRNFL JEEETEMY .
5 INGS

FOCHRE 2 EREE —RECH TENR , LR 2 8 540
PERIAE R E B, B OCT J& 1K -+ JLAE K 2 M & Ji i Rk
A —FPER T B BA E o PR R A T SRR
FUANBURT OGS B 5E R AR AT A 3 BE K2 I JC 2 M 4 4
P R A5 J DX Sk RNFL 228, 2 75 0 IR 12 W A i 7y A
BT R Horp BB A0 R0 58 J5E B2 0 Ho2 GCC JZ TR 2 1Y
I AT R T OGIR RS K — P S T B, T AR AR
Ik OCT JEfili b, A2 LW T — Rl BUHR  BIDGA
W2 451 5 10 48 B 1% B2 R (optical coherence tomography
angiography ,OCTA) , B /& —Fh Jo Bl PRI | 5 7 HER ny IR
P LA AR AR, AN SR % 6T 00 o fk 286 1 45 #4847 53
JEBUG T LA BE Ak 48 8 DX It 37 48 %5 A ki 3t
ALY B FZAE R Jia B X SR T OBIR B
AIIE R A B LEE M35 24 (flow index, FT) , % BLTT YEAR &
FHAEH M RETEREAR T 25% (P=0.003) , 51
PP A AR 2E (PSD) R BEAH G (R=0.752,P=0.001)
Wang %5 FEOF5T 75 6 ™ 55 8 5 00 48 1l 370 V88 v 14 G
R, FH OGRS E LA FT Kl 48 25 2N AN 5 LY
MD cpRNFL J&JE K mGCC &% VIAH S, i HAE U
JEIRJ5 T, 3X Wi ) AUROC 43524y 0. 82 #10. 80, B A
B AIZWN A . 3875 75 CHR 8 A E W] A A 48 il it
RETEWD , Hax Fm /b 5 75 G IR Y 45 1 K D Re 40 35 2% U
ARG, FEMTAEDEA, 7 DG IR 8 i 1 S ik Jie Oy 1 ml G 2
ARG B, 1B OCTA FEH — R 8 R, A B A7 1E—
SEA R e 35 1Y ), A4 0 LR PR %o A8 TG BE R
R . TEARRBEAS OCTA 54 10 B8 1Y 52 5 B 49 518 il 1Y
PR G OCT A& B Ar A 50 Ik OCTA i 5
TR R B IK SEA 2 AT AT B T FAT TR A B R 5 A
PR RR 5 EOGIR A R JRIC R
SE K
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