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Abstract

e The implantable collamer lens (ICL) is a widely popular
option for the correction of refractive errors. ICL
implantation brings a whole new dimension to the vision,
from the anterior chamber phakic ICL to the posterior and
central hole ICL. Even though there are fewer reported
complications, ICL size selection remains challenging due

to the differences in device measurements and ICL sizing
formulas. With the widening comprehensiveness of ICL
implantation and the ongoing development of ophthalmic
devices and technologies, particularly the advent of
artificial intelligence, more and more indicators such as
sulcus-to - sulcus ( STS), crystalline lens rise (CLR),
angle-to-angle (ATA), the iris pigment end to the iris
pigment end (PTP), anterior chamber width (ACW) , and
anterior chamber angle (ACA) are providing references in
the selection of ICL size, this article provides a review of
ICL size selection.
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I PR S A BRI 1 EE R 2 3 AR AR s A )
2050 4F AL AR E 2 i i N T RV 1Y 49.8% , 2 48 {2
N, B2 9.38 1C N, (5 H 9.8% " A HURIF 5T Kk BRAR
343 Hb DX S0 A0 BT 2R AT 53 80% ~90% ", H i %
AT K Bl | W I LB B T AE R 1B sk E 2 A T
R EEXT T O i i, R e e BE 0 A f8 3, B ey LR
6B R TR S IG IR SE B i, A RSB TF AR IR
PIok | KEWFFE AW, LAFRAS BRS04 i 6 45 S Fn
REIERAE . B ETIG IR B JE e A IEF AR B BT M IS
AR P9 ST IR N YEF AR B G2 5 5 A R AR
MR T A R A& (implantable collamer lens, ICL) 48 A A&, H:
JoT UIHI fA R, Al B s R BEEGE T  IR E
PR B Tt S e e e M, D0 TR e B A R
EORR LR A ARTE PR AL 2 A RE T
BT HISEIE R E Y . KBRS UER T ICL MA AR A
SOPE APk AT IO R R R A A — Y
HEIE, RANBEARNGER ICL 5ARJGH &REA 3,
e AR TR T AR SRR T A
PRARTE 5% 45, Z B A 5 45 26 fl ifif &Y ICL ( Torie ICL,
TICL) ¥ A R J& ICL % A e #% % W F AR+ 3,
AlSabaani 251 [\ B0 HT ICL #6 AR IS 19 787 HR , 4 30
B TR, Hodb R ICL RSP AR YT BB i 22 HR
(73.3%)

bifi 5 R B A H AR B A & WF 58 35 % ICL AE AR
TR AL IR 21, Bk ke Bk 22 %) B i1 DU B 48 Ao 1CL R
SRR AL S % A 5T A OC ICL RS 19 18 5 e JF
1 ICL & R 45t

Visian ICL(STAAR Surigical AG) J&H FDA i 5
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B ICL, H i) 2 4 i #9 EVO Visian ICL(ICL V4c) T
2011 AFHfEH  ICL B B 3L SR B ( Collamer ) A 4 AH 25 1k
AR S, B 7 2 M i AR AR ) A T R S K
e L VIR TRER (HEMA ) %45 S5ty 7 g iy, il 5 /K op
LA Y 2 LA B URR T A P RE R T, & €6 1 T i g
90% LA b1 SN BHL 1R SR AN RS IR (945403, ICL Vée
A — A 0.36mm AHLOAL, O LI BETTH R B T K
PEER LRI RE , G T ARATAT R YRR, TR S R v
WA TR A AR, ICL Vae #M MRS, HiE
— AN ET R F X (B ), e EHARNE S 4.9 ~
5.8mm' " HAT KR I 10 R B - 0.5~ ~ 18.0D, AR 52
BH+0.5~+6.0D, ICL Vac A 4 Fh R ~F 405 R 121,
12.6 .13.2 F13.7mm, /] 7 F , AR LAAE /DT AR
i ] LAREARAR IR B 0 0 S BIOE . 2016 A4 H A 37 L
EVO+Visian ICL (ICL V5) fEllf R A, #H5 T ICL
Ve, HA BRI EHAR (5.0~ 6. 1mm) , 7 [H] 3 WAL 5
IGiN AR S

2 ICL R~Ti#%
2AICLRYEBERBRKFEEMATERENXR
W, & T ICL H AR 1y i 58 B ik 5 1 4% # B K OF J 4%
('white to white, WTW ) F1 R 5 ¥R B (anterior chamber depth ,
ACD) B84 54T . ACD < 3.5mm 3, ICL B2 WTW +
0.5mm; ACD = 3. 5mm #, ICL H & % T WIW +
1.omm" "™ E R PR B K 22 00t 98 2 BRI 2 AR i)
T (STAAR A ) HEFE M AL 1B (3= 1), 7E LR TH SR IR
(https ://evo—ocos.staarag.ch/ ) , ZBE AL WTW 5 ACD
PSS BEEAT A58 180 1 A . SRR B 2 F T i)
alFER AL WTW B, R4 ICL RoF, BR5
HILFE 2, kKHlE WTW 3E8E ICL RSHE DL WTW 5 BER 7
B 4% (sulcus—to—sulcusdiameter, STS) 22 |8 {7 7EAH &1 i
P, WTW X T ICL R i e 5 58 SR I R | 22 b
Ve Al SR WTW I L, b S 0L e A A A A
R & W & % #5145 ;. Pentacam . IOL Master, OPD
Scan . Lenstar . Sirius . Galilei 1 Orbscan %5, & #AF R 1Y
DS A7 AE ORI, BRAE AR FE BT IR |- O A5 M
i, ATERAE WTW (B A B s A AR 2 (H IR B T
N EAF RN AR 25 R —E 22 5 . A
FEMRIE T AR OGN A AE DU i/ WTW B ) 8 2 M — 3K
PSS SQalouti 2554 [ Orbscan 11z 1 Pentacam HR il
& WTW, &3 Pentacam HR K75 (173 WTW il & {8 A
11.76+0. 38mm, Orbscan 1z #k 15 A9 I = B~ 11.66 =
0.37mm , 70 5 45 L 155 BEAH OC | W0 33 £ 78 I DR 55 &
Al LA B d H 5 Shajari (2] B 9% 3N 34 Pentacam HR |
101, Master 500  Lenstar 900 F11 Visante OCT 7£ M H WTW
AT LAE AR, (B WF 98 A = ) ) 6 A7 A 2
SR T R R = 2 R DL R A
( Orbscan ,Pentacam .IOL Master) il () WTW {H{E & ICL
ROPIEFEINZ %, B TSR B0 Z 80, f R 2% (0 R TUE |
FORR A 7 P A IR B BE AL S S WTW A I 6 6
P, ACD B AR S ICL R SF I FHE i & 44 25 5
YEFT SRl 28 BRI 64 ACD fE s A 25 55, {H L PR R SC3¢
WTW S0/, KA WTW & ICL R ~F ik £l 65t 2
— JHELE WTW/ACD 445 Rt 4%, Ghoreishi ™ & BX
T5RAT 23% R A AR A J5 B 155 i 5 2 0 46X, Choi 457 #F 5%
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Bl 1 ICL V4c/TICL Vic BRRIETRERE (4B S E k[ 16]),

®1 BRREEEFN ICL RNHEE

S HAZ (mm)  FOEEREE (mm)  $fE7F ICL ROF (mm)
<10.5 a0y AHERE
10.5~10.6 <35 AR
10.5~10.6 >3.5 12.1
10.7~11.0 = 12.1
11.1 <3.5 12.1
11.1 >3.5 12.6
11.2~11.4 A= 12.6
11.5~11.6 <35 12.6
11.5~11.6 >3.5 13.2
11.7~12.1 (= 13.2
12.2 <35 13.2
12.2 >3.5 13.7
12.3~12.9 (= 13.7
=13 = At
F2 fMRULwWTw EX
AR B A2 (mm) #eFE ICL R~ (mm)
10.7~11.4 12.1
11.5~12.1 12.6
12.2~12.7 13.2
12.8~13.1 13.7

KA 52.9% (1 AR A J5 4k w5 75 #AE VL (250 ~
750pm) , Reinstein % $§ 45 FK 26% B9 A MR A 5 HE B0k 2
<0.09mm, FET AR B WTW/ACD 31 £ & i
FT0Y 1CL RS 3e#% , AR S5 HE = AS7E BLAE W Bl AT o — 5 B
i, i L AE 2000 4, Pop % 5 & B WTW 5 STS 2 [i] If:
AT I 25 B AR G | Bl AR DG 9 0 & 30— 38 QIR M AN I
U IR B A A AR LAY $5 bR T 1CL R
R 3E % 7

22 ICL R~Hi&#EE STSWMXHR W T ICLHAJ5E T
FER 2 THEIRIA IR 4 B0 STS #hig b2 ICL R
ShuE B E B, Choi VTR T M S AW BB
(ultrasound biomicroscopy , UBM ) #:47 [\ [ 4 43 B , W 5T &
PR STS e #81Y ICL R, RS 6mo #3578 HL A8 [
(250 ~ 750pum ) 5 tb 84. 6%, 1 T 1& 45 WTW/ACD %,
Doughty 25" i i UBM I STS (H#EES , LA STS Al ICL Ji#
JCRENAE VAT T 2ot BIAAT, FE & T AL 1ICL R
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BEPRFILR R (3 3) , i 58 v 72 MR ARG ¥4 H Bl it o i
5 (>1 000m) LK (<90um) AYIE L, Kojima A1)
— Ak, 3 AR E 0105 05 AR B fE ICL RS (mm, 78
SAFERVAW N ) = 3.75+0.46 X (STS) +0.95% ( ACD) +1.25x%
(STSL) ,STSL $8 i & STS -1 5 fb IR AA By 2 1t =2 [ 1) 5
B9 R BRSO S 1R 225 24 -0.06+0.29mm,
BARKHE STS BEFE 1CL R ST AR J5 b 9 4 47, (1
UBM WY E Z I AR, Pop 4 & Bl 50MHz UBM 45
WEIR 2 M 0.4mm, Guber 25U f#1 B HiScan UBM (35MHz)
BEHLAE IR IR STS FIS, [F]— 6 2 25 o 52 00 i 1) PR 3 o
2£(Sr) A 0.39mm, 95% & {7 X [6] (CI) 0. 76mm,
Reinstein 250 4725 STS FTEHR N I BB MR 0.23mm, B4
FRUEMZE N 0.69mm, ICL A 4 R~ HZELL 0.5mm i#
H oG YR Y, X e R 25 25 ICL RSP #E#f, UBM R
PE2 SRR T 2K A R FR B R 22 A iR AL SR IR LAY
RAS IR I8 B 75 1 BT 2 58 L S R I R A e R 7
&, BAEMFER R STS BE£EM 1CL RFA S5 #E & 2K
W7 Packer'” i —I01 Meta 53T & B, FH il 38 7 #4211
WTW/ACD 514k (2263 HR ) 5k STS 52k & (204 HR )
VR 1CL RTAH HE, = ARG B B LA A ifE
£ KHEVE R, M HI RG22 5, BT UBM &1
P DA KRG A5 2 SR AR R S TR, L UBML T & 14 371 2% &
— EARLENGIR )2 B, AR 5 A W5k STS Wl i 52
BRAE B F IR 2R K 22 56 52 ) 3 i UBM R0A0 31 25 R 42
TIRE S AT UT IS5 DR AR Sh A5 A, 87 A0 B 6 72 30 B e
£ STS FE &S, JF HAE H A58 vh 4 1] UBM 45 1 STS {H i
7 1ICL R #% , RJG 3mo P14 5284193 um'™ |
UBM S [ i ME— % 175 BT VL2 i1 5 &85 4 1) 5% 1% 2
AT, HOR R F IR BERIBTE S (94 R BIES
CPHEAIE ) AR AR 75 A7 76 ZE i 25 4 ICL R 4%
BT EE WS [ E IR S 1CL 4 57 Bt &k 4%
HERMMEH, ICL 2R Py i BAECIR A 207 TR A 2
W (ESEIF 58 & B ICL M ARG f bR AR A 3 B KR oo
FHEIRTE Z A8, H AR A B IR /Ny 2 TCL I kb
TR B ARG HE =R H] ICL B B A5 1CL R
SPAHOG? % TES] ICL IRE R 43 A FE R (R 22 Y, STS
TR S K ICL Rk I PR b KB 43
5% 2 LUK A7 STS(3:00~9:00) /E K ICL R #R1&
% (HEAEA TR B ICL I AREBL T K4l Az, B 0 5
FLAE STS KFIKFAL STS, BF LUK 30 (% STS X Al A
FRFIH Y ICL S itk 2K A £ 57 &
ICL RUGHABERE 1 2L XTI PR 56 B2 541 1 X7 AR okAT
TEMN BRI, M RE BAR AR5E B RWHEA , UBM
FE ICL RUH A e 88 s A 4R T 1 R
23ICLRTEENERAERMAXERE mMFEAHER
(angle—to—angle, ATA) ) J&F8 &0 2 HMN P A W16 2 8] 1)
W TEEI LHE STS? Reinstein 2574 3T UBM il
AR ATA 5 STS M6, HASCHEMR T WTW 5 STS, ATA
bt WTW B 36415 ICL R~F, Nakamura 2508 38 5 Aif Bt
FeF AR T W2 UR (AS-0CT) &3 ATA 5 e ICL
RF 3 B4 SR M (r=0.677) Igarashi %57 fifi Al
AS-OCT#F5 ATA  TEAL G AL I B filt 2575 245 1CL R
S IR T IEE A3 A SR 5 kB KS A= fiil ICL

% 3 Doughty FI£E

BERINEAS (mm) T ICL JE4 (D)  ## ICL )5t (mm)
<10.0 1% AHERE
10.0~10.9 1175 12.1

11.0 -8.0~-16.0 12.1

11.0 -3.0~-75 12.6
11.1~12.2 1175 12.6

12.3 -8.0~-16 12.6

12.3 -3.0~-75 13.2
12.4~13.6 (=N 13.2

>13.6 a9y AHERE

BEE (wm) = 660.9% [ ICL 5} (mm) ~ATA (mm) ] +86.6,
ARJF 3mo LR K 491.6+189.5(117~995) wm, %A,
LT CASIA2(TOMEY Aw)) %4 b, XFFLLATA {8
WTW #4719 ICL RT3 8, WF 53 & B R0 il i 5 4 72 110 )R
SPARLE, ZF AR 62.5% , M EEEA R AR SF &
ik 37.5% ,BEVIARJG 3mo HE = & I LA FDA #E7E RT3 A4
AL S 14 R 477.1£263.7um, KS Tl (4 4k 55 4 606.4 +
212.2pm , SEPRARAS A HE = 0 /N T KS B, kT
K 5] R Y 0 T 9 R, Tgarashi 26 SCEF AN [a] R B
ICL, X T HE = AT . B 1E KS: 12, Imm B R R HE
T S 2 “KSx0.87513.2 1 13. 7mm I HE =5 4
“KSx1.3";12.6mm [ it R4 76 JFOR Al LoRAS . X F
BIE G Y KS 22, HAk g 0000 1 4 75 2 2 0 58 5% b4y
Bro (AR B A2, AN [ A A 76 0 5 ATA B, 25 /R
[7], Saito 2= % It CASIA2 Pentacam HR .TMS-5 —F#ii%
£H 15 ) ATA {d, & Pl Pentacam A1 TMS -5 43 5l kb
CASIA2 /] 0.40 1 0.56mm , 1fif F. CASIA2 45 57 & ) & & 1
AFFELHE , ORI L Pentacam A1 TMS—5 0 & & k17 4L
S, BT UL?ﬁiﬁﬁ,Zhang gLl Y81 T Visante
AS-OCT Al Casia SS—1000 OCT 2 [] ff) — 55t &% & 42 1,
K EA B E G M, AR & ATA B Al B ¥ RS
() ATA I (E P B Al ICL RSP Y 65 2 — | 7E Ando
AL RIS T, BT WTW/ACD %1 28 8] ATA ¥ v £
ICL R, =& A 37.5% M 2% 5, A5 kO, b L
KR MR Sl HE o, A B A T AN R, A0S KT R Y
WTW #H L, ATA F1 STS #5353 15 4% [B ), fr LAY LA
WTW HEW T 5 S IR 8 2 2 Y X Se R TR AT
ICL RF RS B T2 % RSN B 5 A7 WTW , IR P9
ATA B AT 20 JGH X F I A 1ICL RF iy ik, 75 22
gt USRS AR e &
24 ICL RTiEFESHEREREMFEERREENXER
0T 580 2R i 1) T B €7, 2% i E 29 (the iris pigment end to
the iris pigment end , PTP ) 5 ¥ J2& 0T JI €4 52 22 Ah i 22 1] 1Y
HiES . Pifiero 25 F B HR § 15 A0 W7 2 £ 6 ( Visante
OCT) il i PTP , Z&ME 5B )5 & 30 STS 5 PTP Z [6] i #H 3¢
PE(r=0.69) 5T STS 5 ATA (r=0.63) , W58k — 1t
PTP Tl STS, Z&PEME A STS = 1.08 xPTP-1.25,R* = 0.48,
DL ATA T STS, £k P AL STS = 0.96 X ATA-0.25, R* =
0.39, PTP AH# T ATA XJ STS Tl 85 & , i H. OCT i+
PTP A 1R & 8 & M (1CC:0.9947) . Malyugin 251 o ik
TIETTE, Sek AS=OCT il B iy B G A e 0k 1 7% AR
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Jei PR S BRAR AT UBM i 11 STS B, PTP
SRR A SRR, B PTP 5 STS — 3% 2 [HA R IF1
HSENE, ZFFE R T PTP (HE1T ICL RFH5, i1 1a
S5 R 0.53+0.18(0.24~0.84) mm, (B 15 ETE 9 1%
RFFRAL AN A 29 TR, BF X5 PTP I 41 37F 47 £ 20 R~ i
P LBR TREAR SR /NZAN, G A 5 B e 20 Eg SR )E
HEATIN 1 L7 00 R A7 7 = 00 B, A RE TR I R K
FUAELRY

25ICL RT#EERERREXTHXEFE  Baikoff V' it F 7
2006 45 R AR R 15 (erystalline lens rise, CLR) € M i
PRAA R T 2515 7K S B 60 £ JES o) o 2 110 3 M
Nakamura 2 78 HAF 5% HoB CLR 25 [] T b DR 1A iy A 19
F5 ATA Z [ BBEES  IF 944U AS-OCT( CASIA2) ,
XICL R B R Jg #t @ 647 7 2 o0 mA 40, 15 H e
ICL RF (mm, 76 £R 3 W ) = 4.20+0.719% ( ACW)
(mm)+0.655% (CLR) (mm) , WM #E5E (mm) = 0.5+1.1x
(FEA ICL RoF=NK A 255 e 15 Je i 1ICL R ) |, Hor
ACW F5 11452 S5 0] 138000 IR R 28 22 1] A R 5, A NK /A 3K
TR ()4 155 S 2 4 X 1% 258 0,190 £0. 129mm , & Z K T
STAAR F1Z& 141 (0.331+0.235mm) , 22 70 [l I A5 764 f o o 2R
ORISR 0.666, 80% M f8 # AR J5 SE B T Hh A5 Bl Y il
MR, DL NK 2 SR A7 A9 RT3 8, Ando %5 38 i il
il X T AR 0 ST HE, T AT R 57.5% |, Bl R R
3mo HEfEy, LA NK 23 20 100 /9 #E 55 0 551.2+335. 1pum, LA
FDA #E77 RSF RIS HE Sl 477.1+263. 7 um , 2 PRRAS 1Y
Pl B /T NK BOE , S 38 RF T KA ICL i, #t
S HE K, BT, Nakamura 25 15 Je R AF 58 19 2L Al B
sE— AL, Ak 5 fe dE 1ICL JSF (mm, 78 - 45 £5 7%
W)= 4.575+0.688x ( ACW) (mm) +0.388x ( CLR) (mm) ,
Z I A HAE A R H# 5 0.60, Tl A J5 it 25 5 34 4 %t
254 0.169+0.118mm , R 5 3mo Z ML ,95.6% 1) 4
HE = e PRAR E A (250 ~ 1000pm) o PEAE )G 9 NK A=
M AR i PR KA AS B8 v 95 1 A %M, Moshirfar
S lO1 e HBF 9T o i ] Parkhurst 8 K (35 4) , %5 4 &
Pl UBM il & 19 STS J CLR #£47 ICL RATEHE, 7EIAbioR
H {8 Parkhurst 8128 K3E £ 1Y ICL Fe 4% BHAR R~F, R
J& 3mo “FHHEET 460201 pum,, %2 1 I3 A — A FEAL
T Parkhurst 21, R J5 12mo BHTIHE S 4 472+205
(112~850) pm"™ 3245 — MK 4ls CLR Al ¥l fk ik £ ICL
RSFRIFILE X TARR CLR (985U, B LB s %
IR > — ARG RIS AR AR S it R
GLHEFEMA R, X F CLR B9 &, A6 B 6 R 2k, Il i
HANE, #F78 & BUM IS 22 8B %, CLR ~F- X728 ki Fil v] 3k
59+60( —123~248) pm""  AERAFEL CLR & ICL ) & i
DUHE 5 7 S | AH I 2 70 0 S s 17 R R A 52
26 ICL R-HEBREAIERENXERE AR LR ICL RS
BEPE S ORI 3T, AR T 1t w5 1 990 00 b A A A, (L LA
TR FE e KB B AE TREA AN 2 B3 R8s Je N T
AE IR K& J , BF 58 N 0 F) L AH G B R R IF 5T . Shen
S N T B 1M 2y B T 6297 BR, BIF 5T & R
Random Forest T ICL /) B HE T ik 82.2% , Gradient
Boosting F1 XGBoost A7 81.5% 1 81.8% M HERF . X N
NTRRELE TICL R 3 48 K #t v w1 #2430 17 387 7 1wl
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%* 4 Parkhurst 512 E

AR BEIRIA AR (mm)  #fEFE ICL R (mm)
EHEE N <10.8 12.1
(650~900p.m ) 10.8~11.7 12.6
11.8~12.9 13.2
=13.0 13.7
>900m <10.6 12.1
10.6~11.5 12.6
11.6~12.7 13.2
=>12.8 13.7
<650um <11.0 12.1
11.0~11.9 12.6
12.0~13.1 13.2
=>13.2 13.7

Kang % B TG HLE % 2 )ik, il i XGBoost 1 light
GBM SRR IR AT T R B G, 78 5 B 8%
2756 IR AT N IR B S IE = >, T H AR 693 R AT
AN B AIE, TP & TR ICL T8 T H ( http ;//loocus —
iolcalc.ai) , ZIELLITH A XF M AT WIW, ACD,
STS, ATA . ACW ., Hi 5 ffi E % ( anterior chamber angle,
ACA) \CLR “EHR Al Bl & 45 45 , 2 & i 47 ICL RAF iy ik
o W T, W & 6] —F8 bR AU A ) AR LT
Iy ROLFRAE TR R R OF HLE T RETE ICL R 4%
FeHEE T 28 X, 45 5 B 7R XGBoost F1 light GBM £ 45
RV T HABML A 7 T HR NK AR e ARG
PEE A TP X R 25 . N TR BB A e S T ok
1CL RUST Bt v 30000 5 SR BT B AL i« (1) kb 1 BEAEAEA
/DRy 1) R, BT R ECHE R AT Y T R S HE RS U
(2) IAFEAR ST AT, 38 2ok K 9 iR 2% >, a] DL B M A
BUARSCHE bR 5 RO Mot i Z I OC 2 o
SREERE

HHTZENG R [ ICL RT3 824 2 i i )iz 19473
J& STAAR 24 Al HERF 1 24 X, 76 Rl | 2585 0 T e 4
X TR A 14 ICL RUST KR I A J i v T s ke i, —
75T AN [ B e R i 5 a0 #5 AS [ i L[] — 48 AR oA
[Fi) 248 J31] 14 1526 00 48 SR A A7 22 5, TR DB & 1 R
SR AT B PR AR S e SO o A 1 S T A
AL | IX ARG RS2 BRI v A — g BOMERE . 03— 7
T B A B TCL RO e 43 M AR S 44t v T 8 X 5 247
i R IAE AR s v 36 i AT 280 AT SV | it EAS [R) R
SPARTEARER FRHEAT LA, BT A IS W A3 UBML TS
OCT %5, LHIF &1 ICL RT3, A T ARZ 1
IEAEPRUN STS (ATA [PTP (CLR (ACW 25, 52 3] lff J 12 ifi 1)
R, IR TAEF G118 R ICL RAT it 2 2%
PERT, R I A A 1CL R FRR A5 5], 2 R B R A
T EAR PR Z X TR R AR (B =

ICL RSS2 M A S5 4t i ) Bof 52 e ik o 1) PR 3Rt 23 e
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