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Abstract

e AIM: To observe the effect and safety of applying
mitomycin C ( MMC) in laser - assisted subepithelial
keratomileusis (LASEK) for extreme high myopia.

¢ METHODS . LASEK with 0.02% MMC was performed in
364 eyes of 182 patients with extreme high myopia and
spherical equivalent was -9.0 to -10.25 D. All the patients
were divided into four groups according to the applying
time of MMC. The time in Group | was 10s, in Group |l
was 25s, in Group Il was 40s and 55s in Group IV.
Uncorrected visual acuity (UCVA), residual refraction,
Haze, healing time of corneal epithelium, density and
variant index of corneal endothelium was examined in
these patients and follow-up 6mo.

¢ RESULTS: At 6mo after surgery, 76.3%, 94.0%, 92.3%
and 93.8% of the patients in Group |, Group Il , Group
Il and Group IV respectively achieved the UCVA better
than 15/20. There was significant difference of UCVA
between Group | and the other three groups (¢ =19.610,
P=0.000). Proportion of the residual refraction between =
0.5D in Group | (78.8% ) was lower than other groups
(95.2% in Group I, 93.3% in Group I, and 92.7% in
Group IV) at 6mo and there was significant difference (¥ =
16.329, P=0.001). Group | had more Haze statistically
than the other three groups at 6mo postoperatively (H, =
50.110, P=0.000). The healing time of cornea epithelium
seem to be no statistically difference between each group
at6mo (¥ =11.611, P>0.05). MMC had no influence on
the density of corneal endothelium in each group
postoperatively (P>0.05) , there were 3071.3+284.4 cells/
mm? in Group |, 3105.6+337.8 cells/mm? in Group |,
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2986.3 + 304. 1cells/mm? in Group Il and 3088.7+372.5
cells/mm? in Group IV respectively. The variant index of
corneal endothelium calculated in each group at 6mo after
surgery was 24. 72 £6. 52, 22.93+6. 74, 24.38+6. 63 and
23.14+7.22 repectively, compare with that preoperatively
there were no statistically differences (P>0.05).

e CONCLUSION: For extreme high myopia LASEK with
0.02% MMC is effective and safe. The MMC applying time
of 25s in LASEK can effectively reduce Haze after surgery
and decrease potential complications.
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B0 20T e oy 7 30O LR T RS R (laser -
assisted subepithelial keratomileusis, LASEK) ‘:F‘r A 0.2¢/L
225445 K C(mitomycin C,MMC ) IR 77 48 & B 3T 20 147 50FN
LAk,

J7i% PR LASEK B MMC 1A Y7 B8 = B Ir A a3 182
%1 364 R , % (EkE5-9. 0 ~ —10. 25D, KL/ R PU 4L, Iéﬂ
A MMC R FHEHE] 8 10s, 1T 20 MMC )37 B a] S 25
0K 40s, IV R 555, ARG BT 6mo XJL‘/T\%QE*HEE/Jr
SO BE 15 18 B A2 15 2R HR A1 7 (uncorrected visual
acuity, UCVA) JREAJEOGEE A M b Je T 25 RIE il (haze )
W) R A2 ARG b Bz 7 G B TR LA K ) RPN 12 240 e e 225 3
5 R AL

B ARJGHE 6mo, T4 M4 IVHEFH UCVA=0.8 #
I H 94.0% 92.3% 93.8% , W BIFT 1 41(76.3% ),
ERAREGITFE (¥ =19.610,P=0.000) ; T 24 1
HIVAHBRFEREECEA T 205D LLNE 0 H
95.2% 93.3% 92.7% BT 1 41(78.8% ) , 5 H
BEFGIT¥E X (' =16.329,P=0.001) , RJF 6mo i} I
H haze WAL RE THA=H, ERARFESIT¥E L
(H,=50.110,P=0.000) ; % 41 AJ5 f B5E I Bz 20 i A & Bsf
[ 2Z A 8, 2 S G422 5% (X =11.611,P>0.05) ; R
J 5 2HL A S PN B 200 %35 8 4 0 Dk 3071 3£284. 4 A/ mm’
(14).3105. 6+337.8 4A~/mm*( I 41) .2986. 3 +304. 1
A/mm’(MM4H) 3088.7+372.5 4~/mm’ (IV4]) , 5 AR
BER TG FEL(P>0.05) ;285 2805 24. 72+
6.52( 1 4).22.932+6.74 (1 #4H) 24.38+6.63 (M 4H) .
23.14£7.22(NH), SRATHR LG T ¥ 25 (P>
0.05),

2512 . LASEK BiA MMC JG 97 8 = i LA R A i 850R
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4k 0. 2g/L MMC 1E FH 25s A9 0 FH AR (8] B8 78 5530 i1
haze FIIE A, SLREVS /D MMC ¥ TEA BV I & 434
FKER M TROC LR T B EAR 20 EE C;
1R BE AL TR bk
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SR ¥ 2 05  (H T4 T i, 8w 3 0 LASEK A i
MMC PR 2 Ao Ar. [EPRIRRRRE 2016516(10) :1836-1839
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WES T B0 ff S TR B8 48 R (laser — assisted in situ
keratomileusis , LASIK ) /& H fif = ¥ A9 1 B8 6 F R X,
HAAR IR0 WA PO st B PR
HY & & , LASIK A1 JBE R 4 il 4 5 =X o 7 e o T 0 1 B
M JZ TR RADOG I PR A P 1% 52 B /L P 4 —
PSR R, PR R AT RO b T e e R ik,
LASIK 1 JEAEAE OC B T 7E JF R AE IR AFAE . o 30
FANE b K BT FA BB B R (laser — assisted subepithelial
keratomileusis , LASEK) H ¥fE 7 F 38 6 i 64 £ 5 U1 1) R
( photorefractive keratectomy , PRK) B i 2% , H1 PRK AH I,
LASEK ¥ 80 5% WK 52 I (B 50 B | AR S 1 e T 55 AR TR ik
(haze ) %% ; 5 LASIK M, LASEK b 5z 3 IR ¥ v, A1 [
) 7 M8 R S8 HIR 7 9 LB ] I i B, 1 ISR 5O
SE L FENG IR ARSI Tz N . AH 250 408 = B I
SR A2 BR TR A ) A 1S BE T AN RE 4% 32 LASIK B3R
J7 ,LASEK WA AT T2 £E 22—, Haze J& LASEK AR J5 5
e 40T B LI R, i A AR e AR I A A R BT 1)
IR AE N | W o B =05 i - A s B A
TRy K i/ e BE AL AR RS haze (R AE T AR
JEGEEA SR T [ AN iaE R R DT H TR ol
#2245 2 C( mitomycin C, MMC) BEF 8008 /> haze B9 %
A (B A M SERIE MMC 2351 A R P B2 20 i B Y
YD RN RE AT 0 ASHIE g LA R I R AR O T
X5 BT LASEK A A FHAS [A] B[] 3 MMC XA 5 T7 88
IRy e Al
1 MEFFTE
1.1 %% B 2013-01/2015-06 7E Tk Bi %% LASEK iA
I IR e AT A 182 ] 364 HIR 44 Sy 3 AL E HOK
PR JEE HEAS L LAAT LASIK 397 9835 Foh 55 94 f41] 188
MR, 4 88 1 176 HR 4R ¥4 20 ~32 %, Y EBR 55 -8. 5 ~
—-10.0D, #:45-0.25 ~ —1.5D, S35k 85-9. 0 ~ =10. 25D,
ARHT ARG B3 B A 2, M 48 LASEK AR i MMC A fA]
HIAVE IR 534 4 20 . T 26 40 4] 80 B, MMC i 1 i 1]
5 10s; 11 2H 42 5] 84 B, MMC 1 FH B 6] K 255 M 4H 52 14
104 HR , MMC R A g 40s 5 IV 20 48 4] 96 HR , MMC )37 JH
A TE] A 555, ARJG R 6mo HEAT LLAsE, T B H T L EEAR
i 2a Y RRAESE AL 1D, 5F IEML 1 =0. 8, HEBR 1Y
B T O AR S A D R 55 5 R R T T s A LAt AR g S 4 B
AR AT PSS BT A B A 2wk, R A B2 Al 45
W 3mo, AT 3d % 3g/L SIS R IR (3 W/ d) Tl
R RET— R 1,

1.2 & ARErE S E SRR S (uncorrected visual
acuity, UCVA) FefEHr IEHL 77 (best corrected visual acuity,
BCVA) | EUAZ ML BT A 2 HRIEAS £ | 2 fi
MR FE 3T ( NT-2000, Topcon ) IR FEIM & ; S04 K6 25 10 15 £ B

®1 ARETBE-—MHAH

415 my A R b
(H/4) (xxs, %) Hi(xxs,D)
T4 80 23/17 26.03+4.79  -9.44x0.57
n4 84 20/22 24.87+4.24  -9.32:0.51
M4 104 28/24 25.63+5.16  —-9.63£0.47
I\ 96 23/25 24.2226.31  -9.26+0. 66
X/F 1.190 0.126 0.247
P >0. 05 >0. 05 >0. 05

HIIE E (Orbscan 11) &2 A IR N K2 31550 A B i i 23 B
bR o W RN vy A= VAR N Rl = v = O NS DV - S5
FrAudli UCVA SN B2 T8 A BB MO 1 32 0002 UL 55
o M A A JE R T B IR AR e 2 ORI T AN,
BRI A P R b R I L R SO A T
AR B A — AR E S TR B LI HE 4 T v 25
B R HT 30min 100G 25 R B HR ¥ 3 ¥k, R BT Smin
Sg/L Z /RO s IR 2 RAER TRRRIEE . B 8 4 A R TO0 A5
O, DA R T Sk O A AR L B2 SRR DI T, SRR
Kt (®7.5 ~8. 0mm) & T MR ML LT 0,
BECH Y 200mL/ L 2 BE ARG R IR 15 ~ 208, TR
I TEF 2 W T BSS 7853 v DR IR 26 5 1 B2 57K AR R 1 2
B IR I b R R FRTE 12:00 ~ 1:00 4, BOGHIEIRE
AT RS BRI L R O 7 B M R S IR AR 2, K
SR OEBEE 4 0. 85mm) , VI 5424 6. Omm,
Fi A 3 A IR R B AR 58 300m LA L, VIHIE, SR
PR MAT 0. 2g/L MMC % (1mL A= B ER 7K 0. 2mg
MMC BeaR ) A Fr 8 o5 1 B b Je DT X, g 6 ) 1
I 0, IV 2H 43 %14 10s 255 . 40s M 55s, B o5 52 ¥6 5 BSS
FE 57 T £ L K AR R B R 5 A7, A B A B2 i 5% il
HTARIR, REH 1 ~7d HL2H A0 B R M 2R IR
6 /d BUEISIRATHIR W 4 /d K 1g/L 3B R a3 AR
W6 W/ d, FREFRR I J BEAR 6 J5 U ff B fl 4%, g FH
le/L HK iR 4 /d, 3% H i 1, 23 3 ~ 6mo,
A AR R R AR AR R R e s R IR A =, AR JF 1.3,
6mo 73 I R FE IR AL F1 (UCVA) JEYCIRES (B W
I HRFE  ZEBRLT R BE  B TR £ R B IR [ ( Orbscan
) #EF7keAr . ARJE AR LK T SRR (haze ) IR IS
I8 Fantes(1990) 734% .0 9% . FAMESE 42580 ;0. 5 0. AE 4P
KT T AFAIAG A5 4 RE A& B0 B2 ASOIRTR b 5 1 9. AR BT R
255 K BRI (A5 T S S0 B4 52 20 . R IR B TR
SR T, B R R R UL SR AT IR SR 5 3 4. AR R R
T ST REE S B R X 54 2% . B AN DL BRSO
Giit2E A3 M . R FH SPSS 11. 5 840 347 45 2 4%
Br PRI x+s o, Z 418 UCVA JE 6 AR -
KA B R F 2 REAR 1) ) K5, Z 41 10] haze &
He A L3R ) Kruskal -Wallis H 46 5 , ARRi FUA 5 A [
Fist 30 £ 5 PN 2 0 A P L R P i A2 0 o T 22 43 B, LA P<
0.05 AEFAL I FE L,
2 4R
21 BHBERBERANTL AR5 6mo iF T 4L I
A VABH UCVA BT I H, Z25A B ERITEE
X (x*=19.610,P=0.000,%2) 1M M2 T4, V4= [H
FeA TG 2R 255 AL 2 18] F A i G 3t 2= 8 B (B A (B
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K2 HABRERFAERE UCVA=0.8 E9WIER IR(%)

25 AR %4 AJG 1mo AJF 3mo ARJG 6mo
14 80 57(71.3)  62(77.5)  61(76.3)
14 84 71(84.5)  76(90.5)  79(94.0)
T 4 104 89(85.6)  95(91.3)  96(92.3)
V4 9 86(89.6)  91(94.8)  90(93.8)
% 11.520 14. 881 19.610

P <0.05 <0.05 <0.05

a=0.00714) :x; ; =10.390,P=0.001;x" , =9.312,P=
0.0023x y =10.966,P=0.001;x} ; =0.007,P=0.934;
Xy .y =0.160,P=0.690;xy  =0.160,P=0.690,
22RHEEERFEXAETZNH AJ5omo BT T4 MAH,
VAHBRERBECEMRT 14, 2530 B ERITFEX
(X’=16.329,P=0.001,%3) M I 44 M4 V4 ZE
IS, AN E =R AEN (B o=
0.00714) :x% ; =9.977,P=0.002;x° , = 8. 404, P =
0.004;x; y=7.219,P=0. 007 ;x; ;y =0.327,P =0.567 ;x; y =
0.500,P=0. 4803y}  =0.024,P=0.877,

2.3 ZBHEBEARG haze T AJF 6mo K4 B #H haze
RHEREFAGIH¥E L (H =50.110,P=0.000,% 4) ,
I AR haze &A= F W B & T HALAH , KR =4 2 E
BMESTHEITFE L, XTI RER (B a=0.00714) .
U, y=1473,P=0.000; U, , =2521,P=0.000; U, , =
2025,P=0.000; U, , =3953,P=0.181;U, , =3954,P=
0.783;U,  =4605,P=0.260,
2.4REEERELEASHEILRE KEH 1dFHER
FARNR AR L R 52 B K b, 3597 1wk N BB A FRRRE - e
R, AL f B R A i) LB E B R 2 R () =
11.611,P>0.05,%5)
2HORAEEEFANERENEMAMETL RiEHAR
ANV H 1% 0 HEE PN Rz 4 2% R PN e 4 o R 1Y) A R
AEE AR, Z R G 2EE L (P>0.05,%6.7)

3 iTit

LASEK (A Z ZbTE T haze B9 72 2E K A2 RAEAR

J&i 3 ~6mo B F TN, Bl 5 B WAL, F-AR L M kAl
P ARG 2 IR B SR FARAE S, B 3 W IH W & A
P R B SR A A1 SO 4 L PRI 1 5 o B 5 o ok 2F A4 4t e
BEWAAE IFA R I IR AT 4 7E L T IR R A AN 15 B
M2 ARYI BRI haze , AN FE ) £ R 1325 G HE | 18 23 5 B0 B
G HE R, 5 1k e G 1T A RS o DD ) o ok R 5
haze i 2 A= 5l 7 X -6, 0D LU 3 A0 4 £ i 3%
JEUIH , haze 1% A 26 A" B FE B IR s it -6. 0D 1Y
1 BT AR haze AR R BH I 3G, JC HORE = B L AR
H , haze J& FHOR SO T KA E G R ) E 2R
MMC 2 M EE R B T B B0 B8 1 ) — P Mg e A= 22, T
5 DNA &A= 38 UBESE |l DNA it 58, BH1E DNA (1) 5 il 1
T, MMC 1] A5 350 il 25 B 1 iz 4 | &5 M il &1 24 4 i L A
B35 T o T 2 490 0 % 348 RIS D 2T A4 11 A B, PR B
IRFAR FARE RUIBRA 322 6, A MMC
2 H RGBS LASEK AR J5 haze 724 48 55 v BE T 4097 3%
MR Z — L AR ERIGIRE 0. 1g/L 57 0. 2g/L 1
A7 55 T R RSEEE T U T AR LA 10 7 a5 B ) T
AN, A ARG %o i 1 B R IR YT, haze Y KA 3%
R MR 0. 2¢/L YREEHY MMC,,
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®3 BAEBREARETRNBAREXEMT+0.5D MAES

B MR(% )
21 5 MR %% AJ5 1mo RJG 3mo A5 6mo

I 41 80 59(73.8) 64(80.0) 63(78.8)
141 84 74(88.1)  77(91.7)  80(95.2)
M4 104 90(86.5)  95(91.3)  97(93.3)
v 96 88(91.7)  93(96.9)  89(92.7)
X 12.357 14. 850 16.329
P <0.005 <0. 005 <0.005
x4 ARFE6mo FHEHEARR haze HWmER MR (%)
5 & o 0.5 % 1 %% 2%
14 80 19(23.8) 47(58.8) 13(16.3) 1(1.3)
|12 84 59(70.2) 21(25.0) 4(4.8) 0
41 104 63(60.6) 35(33.6) 6(5.8) 0
J\EE 96 65(67.7) 28(29.2) 3(3.1) 0
*5 REEEEERIELERERERTLE iR(%)
21 51 R %L ARJ5E 3d ENERE! AR5 7d
141 80 38(47.5)  39(48.8) 3(3.8)
|12 84 36(42.9) 41(48.8) 7(8.3)
M4 104 33(31.7)  59(56.7)  12(11.5)
IV 96 28(29.2) 55(57.3) 13(13.5)

T MMC AR FH S B AN [ (%) SCHR AT AS TR A9 48, A7
W% 7~ LASEK Y497 i BE 0 LA Hh it FH A 2 - 306 D)
V1)K ] B I 69 MMC (V£ 0. 2g/L) A 0870 haze 9T K™
ML B IR YT P R R L R 0. 2g/1 MMC U
5220 ~30s 0I5 B 8] B IRCAS: 55 4 B 00 5 D i O F
g XTI A 70 m 724 2,0, 2g/1 MMC i
FHBEFIA]A 15 ~ 208 L BUFFASES (197 8%, %t T4 g 3 3 AR
FIRESY , N HGE R D AR 7R LASEK AR HR i i B[]
255 190 2g/L MMC 1] LI RN haze (14774 81
25s AR IR F A 238 sk, AN 45 3GE 76
AL PRK AR MMC 12s Fl 2min (9 1E F A 8] % T haze
BRI RO AT L RIS 6mo B, T I K2 IV 40 4 haze
KRN 29.8% 39.4% F132.3% W BAKT 1 41
KAEFRT76.3% M1 M . VHZE LG IT#ER (P>
0.05); I 1 DL E (B 1 R) haze ) & A F N
17.5% , A =M 0 4.8% 5.8% F13.1% , 1 T 411
W2EFAGIFE X, AHIRE A, AR AR MMC B
i 3a 1 e DL I haze W A2 R AT{IKGA 1. 9% , HJFH A
Il 2 H ST A4 - 4 A Rk A A AR TR A B ) A
FAIRE . LASEK RJ5 haze ()% 4= b A i g™ i
HERARIF RS 8 0.5 L) N AY haze AEMAR T,
1KLL E 1) haze R 5200 £ B5E 9 385 S0 3 | 00028 ) TS 1) JiE O
I3, FEARJG S TR 5/, I T 4R )5 IR
MNEETFTHA = FREEEESTHEA =4, BT
LASEK AR R ] MMC, AT T30 R B LA T 45 it )8 /D haze 1)
TERG: (1) R TR L Al i is o, FAR SRS 2
P IR  A b B (S DA B R K, 29 10 ~ 15s 247, (2)
TR A T 1 R e %) e 7 L R R I 11 5 2 | A A 9
S RANGERIRAR Y haze & 25 FB 5 T o2 BORE ™ 0 (3)
ARG 25 LD haze B BIRTT TR 5 B IHE Y1
IR B A N AR S AR R 2, &R AT DLk
/> haze fFEAE
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*6 BEBEFANEAREANRAEREZEHEWL

(X£S,>/mm?)

2157 AR %% ARHI AJG 1mo AJG 3mo ARJG 6mo F P

I# 80 3016.3+311.7 2954.1£387.2 2927.1+£343.9 3071.3+284.4 2.809 0.061
o4 84 3145.6+293. 1 3089.4+328.3 3076.6+304.7 3105.6+337.8 1. 802 0.178
11 EE 104 2945.9+347.2 3017.5+322.2 2927.8+313.6 2986.3+304. 1 2.061 0.134
VA 96 3101.5+386.2 2996.3+356. 1 3167.2+324.9 3088.7+£372.5 2. 667 0.071

xR7 BABREFAUNEAENRAMERNTRRHLLE xEs

2157 AR %k ARHI AJG 1mo AJG 3mo ARJG 6mo F P

4 80 23.60+6. 81 24.15+7.04 23.93+8.32 24.72+6.52 1.571 0.230
JIEEN 84 22.82+5.97 23.68+6.35 23.98+7.27 22.93+6.74 1.338 0.299
11 K 104 23.18+7.24 24.20+6. 16 25.09+8.26 24.38+6.63 2.543 0.084
V4 96 22.59+6.48 22.15+7.03 21.31+5.62 23.14+7.22 1.072 0.402

MMC J&—F a0 g 259, il IE W AN ry fE 2R SR

HBE , FLYH R EE PR AR R BE 0 O ik DA R A B T A
X, LASEK AR5 I Bz ¢ 32 i B B 28 19 1 B2 BURR, Mirza
AL H S AR TP 0. 20/L MMC 35 2min A4 4 K- £ i
R A A TE] AR 9T S R S A A AR L R A e
] ZH0E 5d DL, T VA B AR TE 7d WK 10 R g
T LA, BG5S, w0, 2g/L MMC )i H
B EIFE 10 ~ 55s 3 [l P A T Bz %) A 4 5 1) A 24 51,
FEF AR, AL RELL T B FP 5 208> MMC ¥ 7E
HIEEPEMER . (1) 1239 0. 2¢/L MMC 1 A5 Fr BE A fE K1
WARER T A R 3 T S M 4 140, 53 b
B P AR A, 5 4 T A I 25 R i 4 haze AR
(2) AR A A VR R /NASBE L K, WG RE T 55 ) 35 I 11
LI DX 38110 AS 32 f 7 M5, L A 2 000 ) 451 40 L 14 04
HOBE  FRRE PN Bz 20 16 ) U 5 O A o N B MMC 2 75 % 4
B 55— Fa b , T 0 P B 40 0 7 2 5 A 55 B 4 Oy T
HAEZEMEN, I B840 5 AR EAE, i MMC X il
P B2 200 B4 552 M S Y6 T R [ U DG 7 28 M 1 o — 4
M, AFFEER L MMC AT LSS0 B P R 40 A 2 R A D
/DM A5 0 A | ik BB RE PR AR T S B MMC ¥ B 1Y)
BRGNS R R R AT B MMC 3838 30E A f k3%
JEAE FH £ IS PN 2 240 B, G R R F AR v 3o U1 A v
B B aE M St — K. A S SL g uE S,
FEXGHR PRK A Hdi ] 0. 2g/L MMC 2min J5 7] LIFE B 7K
I E] MMC, SR T 2% % Zhao %57 4[4 18 LASEK A i
0.2g/L MMC 15s Ff- A2t £ I PN Bz 40 3t )G i), A A
FEM LR 25 5 S, A TS PN 2 200 i 25 32 R 40 o A4 2 S
RIEARJT 6mo AT H BT [, Ud B X T A J5 Bl # 300 um
DL F LR 0. 2g/L MMC A4 4E I R] 7E 555 DL N #B
ANGNE £ S PN B2 240 B s S T

LEA AT BT RO 2 43 MT | T LA T T8
JEITRLAY LASEK 3597 , RH 0. 2g/L MMC 3 i E] Ky 25 ~
555, BT LA RN haze #9774 BURF R A AR SOR
[ SFAS 2 S g - Bz 40 6 198 o2 EeF 1), 6T JE P B2 440 i
WA T HEAR R, SR AE GRS 7200 R, R T REAR
F AR, MMC FIFE R B ] B R AN B, 255 (40 DL 55
PR FH B ) T 3R AR 7 850 AT 25 5%, IR B MMC 1271 25s
W2 4 XA AR, T S5 R 32 b i X B 1) 8 A S ), &8
FAG I RO T2 4, T Lt — 2P T R

| v 2 HENE, TSR, 4. LASIK 697 /= B M o BESE AR S5 10
AESTRIONER. AR SR 443K 2015;517(8) :484-487

2 S BRARA JK /N4 5. FS—SBK SBK I SMILE f iE 3 #0LJ5 #Ut
ARSCRYALGE B A Ar. P ARIRALDG 2 HLSE R 44 2014516 (7) -
421-427

3 Kim JK, Kim SS, Lee HK, et al . Laser in situ keratomileusis versus
laser — assisted subepithelial keratectomy for the correction of high
myopia. J Cataract Refract Surg 2004;30(7) :1405-1411

4B XM, AR, S RRHREE 22 38 3 C X LASEK RJF57
B BIREIA. I RAR R 4235 2014522(2) :155-156

5 Morales AJ, Zadok D, Mora — Retana R, et al .
mitomycin and corneal endothelium after photorefractive keratectomy. Am
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