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W 236 151 472 AR FJE 42 527 o 2 A £ e 2 3 AR mGCC
JELRE, 43 BT WUIR mGCC JE B 9 22 5 JAH e, 11 53 XUAR
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6. 61pm, 2208 7 91. 75+9. 93 pm; 47 MR F 75 A1 F 77 mGCC
JEJE 4y 5 A 92.32+6.66,91.27 +8. 87wm, & 0 43 51 Ky
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Abstract

e AIM. To investigate interocular differences in macular
ganglion cell complex ( mGCC) thickness in normal
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healthy subjects, and to determine cutoffs for interocular
differences in mGCC thickness in normal healthy subjects.
e METHODS.: This was a cross - sectional study. mGCC
thickness were measured in 236 healthy volunteers (472
eyes) using optical coherence tomography (OCT). The
differences and the relationships of mGCC thickness
between right and left eyes were analyzed.

¢ RESULTS: For the right eyes, the mean average mGCC
thickness was 91.99 £ 6. 61lum, and for the left, 91.75«
9.93um, with no significant difference. The mean mGCC
thickness among superior and inferior in the right eye
were 92.32+6.66um and 91.27+8.87um, respectively. The
mean mGCC thickness among superior and inferior in the
left eye were 92.05£6.55 and 91.51+6.76um, respectively. It
is comparable between the two eyes at different area. The
P,; and Py, percentiles of interocular difference for mean
average mGCC thickness were -4.82um and 4.36um, for
superior mGCC thickness, -5.79um and 6.42um, and for
inferior mGCC thickness, -7.21um and 6. 28u m. There was
a strong correlation in the corresponding area between
the right and left eyes for the mGCC thickness.

e CONCLUSION: mGCC thickness shows significant
interocular symmetry in normal subjects. Interocular
difference exceeding the normal limits should be
considered significantly asymmetrical, and may be
indicative of glaucoma.

e KEYWORDS: ganglion cell complex; optical coherence
tomography; interocular symmetry;
glaucoma; correlation
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FOGIRIE—Fh i UL A W] 3 PR BOR MR , AR %
FECE MR s A R R T R A O R
(primary open angle glaucoma,POAG) & J5kaE , R4 H iy
ZWr POAG WFBXAZ , AL 45 IR N JE (intraocular pressure ,
10P) P AP AG A DL KOG 27 A0 W 2 79l BOR (optical
coherence tomography, OCT ) £ | # X i it 28 £F 4 )2
(retinal nerve fiber layer, RNFL) J& & 4% K 1M 5 112 Wi
POAG 38R & — I HE . PRI IRBHER DRI SR B T 50K
BRI RIS W 5UE i B2 W POAG U5k, ik
BHFTEER A T XU S B X B, Quigley 55> A A XU
RNFL JE AR B2 R 75 B IR A IR ik, 1t 2275 Al i 52
A 1K (ganglion cell complex, GCC) A AL MIAE A MAR)ZE 4
TARALE DL R RNFL A iy 7 DG IR Ao it i 2
PN AL D A 27 A0 i U LA R A IR e 22 T AE 4
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£1 FRAEHRBEZHENR mMGCC EE£R (XS, um)
() SFEH mGCC JEJE 77 mGCC JERE T mGCC JEE

FHR FEHR t P AR iR ' P FHHR iR ' P
20~29(n=20) 97.28+3.39 100.15+7.44 —1.109 0.282 97.5+3.56 100.44+7.74 —1.088 0.291 97.10+3.53 99.89+7.38 —1.076 0.296
30~39(n=46) 97.86+6.29 96.82+6.71 0.539 0.593 98.33x6.41 96.80+7.61 0.460 0.464 97.90+7.50 96.85+6.06 0.524 0.603
40~49(n=44) 94.4425.77 94.64+5.74 -0.129 0.898 94.71+6.22 94.97+6.06 —0.158 0.875 94.16+5.89 94.58+5.68 —0.275 0.785
50~59(n=72) 92.97+5.83 93.43+5.91 -0.377 0.707 93.16+5.74 93.55+5.85 —-0.514 0.609 90.51+5.70 93.11+6.31 -1.195 0.235
60~69(n=30) 89.346.10 88.95+5.32 0.516 0.606 89.68+6.13 89.29+5.27 0.511 0.610 89.05+6.42 88.63+5.86 0.516 0.606
70~79(n=24) 90.29:5.58 89.15%£5.79 0.491 0.629 91.00+£5.39 89.55:5.96 0.624 0.539 89.69+5.91 88.89+5.88 0.334 0.742
&2 WHRmMGCC EEEZEBHUHMNT pwm
mGCC EE%@ P2.5 PS PIO P25 PSO P75 P90 P95 P97,5
Sy -4.82 -3.99 -2.67 -1.08 0.32 1.40 2.34 3.57 4.36
iy -5.79 -4.01 -3.24 -1.50 0.12 1.93 3.59 4.56 6. 42
TH -7.21 -5.66 -2.86 -1.23 0.15 1.56 3.31 4.75 6.28
£ HIE GCC TR BRI T g2 2 W i IR A — 24R

ANEBEFE AR, RTVue-100 OCT ] 5E 1 40 H1 A B B X
GCC( macular ganglion cell complex, mGCC) J& ") A #f
FER L T5 12 0B IE W ANBUIR mGCC 8 3Tl

XFFRYE
1 3&A %
1.1 3% AiEMERWrmarsT . I 2016-06/08 £ K

P JERE 2 4 A A B R PR 236 ) 472 IRAE M WFSE XS 42,
Horh 5 89 i, 2 147 B, V- 4E#E 54.89£11.43 % IR &
15.23+3. 12mmHg, 52U ER 5 - 0. 96 + 2. 40D, ARl 4< &
24.16+1. 11mm, " J& B 539. 51434, 29um, 49 A bR
W (D) RAEFIER S =1.0;(2)4E#>18 % (3) IR JEIE
W (4) RO RSN, SUIR 4 I H e IR s 22 5 (5) ]
AT U AR A 2E AR HEBRARME . (1) MR S 4 B
BAE (AN U PR B AE) 35 (2) BRAEA IR &R T
AR HRERIMG 5 (3) TR AL & HEATHH G HR B G A 2
ARG AABAC B Z B S, S /RERE T )M
JEO BT A RS R G 355 AR 5 G ), R4 8 I TR
B
1.2 5% iAW x 38z g IR RS A, 4
B AR LA BTG A TOP I 56T 3L
ERGERE (BRBTEE A+ 172 BEBT R ) RIS A AR b A
G FE i (10L Master) LA K £ I vp g JE2 B8 0 &5 45 | [ b
F ) — P E A K A 2R FHE RTVue—100 OCT #47 OCT
Kty . W2 G B, PR MR A 23 24, G 7 Wl
FEREE L P ALRR . mGCC AYHEHE T “ Gee H iR, jp
PN TR 5] A% J2 B B BE X PN 2 A0 0 A 41 4 F T
FEI A7 Tmmx7mm , SR #E K 6mmx6mm, BE #5558 B PE 45
TE 40 73 UL by A E THEAL A sh i s ) GeC iy 3
MEESE (R 6eC B, )7 GCC B | Ty
GCC JRJE) .

Bii 12443 M7 . R 1 SPSS 13. 0 Gt i B F 4T 8O 4
Mro A B 6 35 % 9 B+ bR 22 (X £5) Fow, BUR
mGCC JE B L R I EC X HEAS ¢ R B, OUHR X i X 3k
mGCC B JE A ME 3 #r% F Pearson AHC Mk, SR
mGCC JEEZ 5 W IE W B R HE 5 P, ~ P, %
N VA P<0.05 WESAGIEE L,

2.1 WER mGCC EE k& AR I LA IR T
mGCC JEE (91.99+6. 61pum) . 757 mGCC JEFE (92.32+
6. 66um) ¥ T ZE0R (91, 75+9. 93 92, 05+6. 55um) , FJ5
mGCC JEFE (91. 27+8. 87pum ) R T2 MR (91. 51£6. 76pum) ,
BRI G 3E X (1=0.389.0.440 . -0.332, P =
0. 698 .0. 660 .0. 740) , Hf— 2 i B A % 43 J2 43 B AS [] 4F
W B FERT G AR mGCC JE 1Y 25 5, 45 R R | 4% 4R 1%
B Bt sz A SRS, B T 7 mGCC JREEIAH Y, 25 5%
WG4 L (P>0.05) , )L 1,

2.2 R mGCC EEEBIEETEE A MM I R AUR
3 mGCC JEE A P, ~P,, -4, 82~4. 36um, B Hi 1L
T AT DA R R S UHR 34 mGCC R 2 51 L FR, A 7]
BN S AH I s WUIR 5 AR 7 mGCC JE R 2= i I A a5
R 6.42 7. 21um, LK 2,

2.3XER mMGCC EEMMEXMEDH KR X R X 45
mGCC JE BE 1 AH 5C M T A Sy ) 2 2 B AUHIR mGCCJEE B X
FRPERYFEFR ., Pearson AHCHE X HT BR , R R TR A
AR 17 R mGCC JE B ¥ 5 22 IR B A ok (r=
0.912.0. 891 .0. 943,34 P<0.001) ,

3iTit

HOCHR R A2 EREE AL ECE PRIV , A R B W]
HHEZ R E P G E 0, g et 5L gL T 5
TR AR A T 33 AT 9 EOCE T R
FEPE R, T RIS LAY 2 Wk 5 R, 24 B
FRAEPEIG R LB e &2 2 ™ H i g R
BRI A TIRIT X B TR B L E K, OGRS
it = 2 2 P A D) S 221 A L B Lt 5 25 2k, DT 3 B0
W LT S MG 1 RNFL S & 2k ey, e X 3l
PP A B R AR R T B S 8 W O R (1 4
P (B EIR A 8 F e B A R AR AE DR 2F el s 2
FIr, BFEE A, 24 B0 AT 4G 3 (% R B SR B, RNFL A9
FEC L EIE 20%~40% Y,

Bt OGHR 12 Wi R R W7 & 8 SRR B T OCT
LRSI BHZW R AR . G AE AR 2 i AT
55, OCT AT LIS 5 0890 R0 JIEE RNFL F GCC JRERE ™ 1
T A X BURR 19 T 25 2 A A T vk R AT R O AR B L 2
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ERZIRBE S5 T, GCC H A IS g AR 2
PRZET 40 )2 LA e RNFL JZ 44 1, 100 #2677 40 i 2
RNFL B2 FH R IEM s 2 E i m ™ . BRTAA,
RNFL A5 E 212 W POAG I EEE 4845, i T GCC 7
RNFL, [ EEES [ GCC JEEBE A% AR 0 J2 W I 7 D' B P A
PRE R FE AR RS T 6 AR H OBUIR &, (A 7E
PRI ) R R SR R v R RO RRME R R
WHR mGCC T (% AR LA K2 SUHR mGCC 5 J 22 1 1) 1E
G AE TR 25 T ORI 2 W,

AWFFEIE B RTVue—100 OCT il & iF & W58 % 4
mGCC JEJE | B AR mGCC & B 1Y X Bk % 3 11 58 XUHR
mGCC JEE 2 (H (I FUE 45 3 o, SRS | 5 )
T mGCC JRFEYIM Y, 22 55 G143 X, Ui 1E R
R mGCC JREFEAFAEX AR . S T T M AR i J2 15 % BUR
mGCC J5BEXIAR A S , FRATT2E— A I 0 58 X G2 4
H8 20~29 30~39 .40~49 50~59 60~69 .70 ~79 & 4E ik Bt
AT 2 BRI R IR, AT AT 4 % BEXUIR mGCC R 22 7 3
TGI8 X, PR UL IE H ARUIR mGCC S EEXTFR , [R]
B, FATIXT A2 A R4S X ) mGCC JB 1 47 A0 Stk o Hr , &5
BN SR AR X8 mGCC V5 i 177 7 /e B AH 61,
HE— A (B R UE SRR mGCC 5 B (g % R, 3 B A A L
IR mGCC JEEEZAA P, ~ Py, N IEH 5 B, 24 BUHR 24 (88
I I T Y B 00 AT 68 Sk S O, 5 O IR kA T
e, AMFRE R R, IEH ANFEH, 5 & 7 BUIR
mGCC JEJE 25 H M I A 05 200 o0 4.82.6.42 7. 21um, 24
R I B, DA R X RRARZS, AT RE N W BT
SR mGCC JEEE BT FRPE AT 1T RE A 2 W 5 G HR A o 22
SRR . IGARIATT b RIS OLEF IR ARJEE B AE  RNFL
JE VR S AR A M R RE S W R AT A OGIRAGI2 I, mT
PR mGCC B B ) Z (A A S 3l B2 Wi 48 br b AT 25 &
FBE

T S E GRS W AR | H 2 W R R OEIR
B HER A AT LT A LR A ) 235 ) 2 B0 o B e
IR EE DL A R 2 W7 R0 O IR B I S AR
Altemir 2 F OCT P T 357 BiRIF 58 % 52 04 40 190 s J 2
& RNFL JZ 8B MR L0 A5 S50, IF AT X FR Pk 534, 45
SREIL, IEHE R RNFL J2 5 BE AR 52 AN X 1 40 o 5
JEL R R B G5 A SR (PR B HE 250 AR 28 ) D) L
A XA IR LR S B IE H B, A it
U IE 5 VU A W] AR FDIR AS , Tee 270V & 275 ] 11
BN T BES A 2T 40 - N IR 2 TR B, I 20 B SRR w22
TG - N IR 2 TR ) X AR B ST 45 R R B, IE RN
XOUHR o 22745 200 L — P PR J2 J5E 8 EL A S e, LR 2 R
1 It BB U AT BE R O IR AR BRZS . A 5T BTl
T mGCC JE B A& # 25 - IR Z TR i A
RK—FBor E B, Pk [ 80y SR ELAT — 2 B % Bk
P, XHR mGCC JEFE (£ 7 RNFL J2) 26 AR P RR1E ,
RNFL JZ2 5B WA 5z, SCHR fige 3 45 46 2 B07e X Fic ik - 2
AR a3 HE I o] BB A9 LR . (1) RNFL R BEAE 5K
HGH AR N AEATUREEE 5546 0 5 (2) mGCC & BEAUAL &
TEBE/NER S X 3 RNFL B #2875 20 i )2, 1 4% J&] RNFL
J2 EEJEE AL B T A O D A 22 A e g, Xk 22
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SR AESE RNFL JEFE Y mGCC J5 B2 AE % AR T 5 B
[RI R B9 A

AT T IR R SR mGCC R, I Xk
P, B — @ B (1) B ATA S8 A, A58 B AT
—E BB ; (2) ARPFTENAREAR BRI X AR, Wi T
20~70 % AR AR BE A BIF S X 45 (3) ABF R BT 45 2,
MR mGCC R RE 2257 Xt R X 48 mGCC 5 B2 A AR Gk
DAL WU mGCC 5 2 22 (B /Y 1E % 35 [ 2 A fA B2 B &
mGCC X FRIE . 28R AW T IS A7 78 AN R 22 Ak i J) R
PE: (1) AW FEHARIBFFERT R T ELAG (2) AN
ARIBFFERT G R TR N R AT OCHR 85 47 2047 5
(3) AWFFEAR T S LS 22 55 [, 5 Bk — 20Uk S el
SZERWIIEIR T

Zi LR AR5 R B, TR AR mGCC JREFE 5
FRUE A SR8 | 175 R J7 mGCC J5 22 B I J A
S H 4.82.6.42 7. 21 pum, 24 AR mGCC J5 i 22 (i
A B DR L R O R B K A R AR
LW LIRS E 55
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