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Abstract

e Stevens-Johnson syndrome (SJS) refers to a type of
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adverse reactions of the skin and mucosa mainly caused
by drug allergy, which can be life-threatening in serious
cases. For SJS survivors, ocular damage are accepted as
the most severe complications. In recent years, because
of the extensive research of its genetic susceptibility and
immune pathogenesis, varied susceptibility genes which
are involved in the ocular complications of SJS have been
discovered. However, further efforts are still needed to
clarify relevant mechanisms due to the high ethnicity and
drug specificity. Ocular lesions of SJS are prone to be
neglected in the early stage, and patients often receive
ophthalmic treatment after a severe visual loss. Especially
in China, the ocular surface of most patients has already
been seriously damaged when they went to the
ophthalmology department, while existing treatments
achieve unsatisfactory results in improving visual acuity.
Therefore, recent research progress is reviewed in this
article on etiology and treatment of SJS ocular lesions, in
order to raise clinicians’ awareness of ocular
complications, and provide references for the diagnosis
and treatment of diseases and research in related fields.
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Stevens— Johnson £ & 1F ( Stevens — Johnson syndrome ,
SIS) Syl 1 245 Rk e A5 175 e 1) IV L BEOSL NE B ARRAE
PR A B R SO RN B RO, B 1 AP A5
A2 RAE AR SIS A I B FFr Y L BAR AR
AN 1~6 A&, (A 1 2w KU 2 1
RO 2 £5° SIS BAH LT w3k 1% ~5% ' i SIS
PRGBSI IZ BRI 52 22 Horh 80% R
HRFERAE ,20% ~T79%0 12 J§& g 7= T 45 3 WA T 1) e 1 MR S0
AR TR HREAR AR R SIS dR M O R E , 2 ik
R BT S GRTT A7 B T R 00 B RE AR 16 o e Y
PR, ASSCEZR SIS R E G 22 1 A AL ) AR T O I
ARG 2 AT 2504
1 8JS W&

1922 4 | Stevens 1 Johnson 4RiE T 2 4| 2 P41 B4
VR S AR ER A T A 401, R AR S IR e B 22
407 R i L IR U (3 U e
Thomas ¥ X — & I %€ ¥ K Stevens — Johnson %z & fiF® o
SIS 5 rvag M B IR SE A i IE (toxic epidermal necrolysis,
TEN) J& T [6) — 950 1% , LA 2 e 0t 1o ARAS [] 434y« 340 B3
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BN T 10% 14 % 80 AUFR R SIS, KT 30%Fx K TEN,
FoHF 2z ENFR A SIS 5 TEN /27 {8 i F At iz
R I 2 O A &, HLER SR A FE B L 22 5,
MR BE B A= 1) 1 BE ok B, AT K SIS 5 TEN 48 kR
“SJS”
2 SJS IREPFEHI K FRHLH

— B SIS EE M AW & EIHHE T A A X L
ZiW i) SIS BB ER o A ™ B IR B I & AE (severe ocular
complications , SOC) , K It H#E 22 1) 223 56 v SIS 815 5
B B FL Ay FALEI A ST, b 25 S rE e e N 2R B
A A PT)R (human leukocyte antigen, HLA ) B9 4354 1% Sk 24 11
BYI G BEE FEREE ST kB $E e, B ETE 5 24> SIS
HIF soc W Z AL N, AL 45 TLR3, PTGER3 ., IkBL Hl
IKZF1, I HAIE 52 33 86 3L ] 22 6] 74 78 A0 AR ™, e oh,
AP A SOC 1 SIS F8 5 AT REAF7E 57 114 2 15 [/
BopE UL ESBRIEN AT RES 5 H b A% TR
B K 250 Sk AR SE ML 75 20— 2 WA g
21 S REE
2.1.1 HLA  7£ SIS &Jmid R wh , 25 WA R o J5 R 9t b
PR ACFRS 5 HLA 43458 IR R 4 B
T S, {5 T 20 35 Ak 2 T 7= A e e I by, 30 12 A
I AR T, P AS[R] HLA 35 P RS () 26 3k AT §2 0 SIS
BRI R SIS E M ETA LAY PR
Pris Bk 25 FAE S R HT 2 261 B2 & B 2 25 5 | i
I SIS HRHE A2 5 ZFh HLA 4> T-AH 56, BN, 78 H A &
b, R I K R I P S i SOIR A AR 8RR e il S
HLA-B # 58.01 fil HLA-A * 31.01 #H2¢. W& 2595
KB SIS/TEN ( cold medicine—SJS/TEN, CM-SJS/TEN) £
FHrh,S0C i & A AT, 5 HLA-A * 02:06 HLA-B =
44,03 B EAM L — T Meta 43 HT Ww, & bR Fh
HLA [ E4N HLA-B * 33.03 A1 HLA-C * 05.01 4./
CM-SJS /TEN % % /E SOC [ faky & st 3
[ CM-SJS/TEN f## ,HLA-A = 02:07 #1 HLA-B =
46015 SOC Ay & AU,
2.1.2 TLR3 Toll #E3Z4E (Toll like receptor, TLR) 35T
ALHRRZH I I K A e PN B K 2B R e T, T RSB R
T2 BRSO 7 454, 5 40 3 26 12 4R A0 At PR 7 RD 3
F LN R SR AR 7EFE 10 F TLR, 7625
JIES |- He 240 it % TRI A BT 26 3%, TLR3 7E AR % 1 R 40 it vp %)
Feak e, 100 A S B 40 3 T A7 AE TLRS™ | Ueta'"”
ELIEI TLR3 3 /N BUAY R 26 90 0 & A8 R g 3 14, ifi
TLR3 &5/ B HR 28 8 0E &k 2E R 1 R IR, TLR3 7F 5%
JoR () 3 Bz A e ak | G B2 0k 9 9 A1 HHE A A5 HR 2R A
[A], #EM TLR3 AIRES 5 T SIS HIR FRIER A A,
2.1.3 PTGER3 Hij %l iR # E2 & {& 3 (prostaglandin E
receptor 3, PTGER3) , Bl fiif 51| }i 2% E2 ( prostaglandin E2,
PGE2) U2 AR 7 — | A BRI UERH , 76 B2 /N B
iR PGE2 WIAEF FIFWGE 2 B PTGER3 &R
JEE AR FH 5 76 42 i Bz 2 /N BRARC L Hh ) PTGER3 1] L il
il M2 Ik 9 i 5 7 3o B0 45 I R A AL b PTGER3 i & /)N i
Ay 435 FEC e I TR P A 4 D 1) 95 U0 R A K T B A N
B, AN, IE R ONGE IR b Kz 40 #3k PTGERS3, 1iii SIS
BB RS R 40 b ok & X PTGER3 W71, 78
Ueta' > BYBIF5E Y, 75% L B SIS £ 16 97 i 440 IR A it
JE 25, Ho AR S AR BT R 25 © 9lE WA T 3R PGE2 1Y 7=

A=, 3+ H PTGER3 5 SOC 1) % A= % YA 5%, A ik 4 il 78
CM-SJS/TEN B3, 4k $§ R bi & 24 7] BE 8 1 4101 | PGE2
A B, Uk PTGER3 X IR 3¢ 2 i 1) 67 98 15 /B T, I £
HE SOC &4,
2.1.4 IkB¢ #%[HF-«kB (nuclear factor—kB,NF-«kB) {FE }y
SRR 7 7E Z R A D b K $E T A, FLTE PR A2 i
HIF] 1B WY, IkBL HIM IkB BEAFBER A Z—, 1EFE
4 NF-«B —BK 5 kB LI CIE M E & W X1
TE T AN IR, S0 M3 T 8 1B [, NF-«B Fifi J5 Bl R
O E AR, BE A | S5 RE N L
Pl B A TBE AR IE W N Y45 A £ B 40 2L 34 4
Fik, ACERE , A & (interleukin, IL) —6/8 7E 1kB{
T 53R A JELA RN A S Bz 200 i v A 158 4R /R IR 38 1 e ]
Wi IkBE M IL-6/8 %542 & 40 IR 7 A 7= 2 SIS
FEE ) A AN P TkBE 1Y R IE AR T OE B O IR AL R OR
IkBL FEH A RIXTIHATRES 5 T SIS/TEN (19 B A BHLat
TRV BN IkBE REER/N R AR T SOC, HASIEAA 41 iy
PRAR AN ML TLF- 42358 5 5, 11 s 285 BB A I 30 Bz e tho MR B 1 4%
i RSB SIS I RAE I FRE
2.1.5 IKZF1 IKZF1 ZFEN T 7 Sy iRmE | g ees
ARG Tkaros™ o 18 S 42 04k 1 20 B0 22 b 2 A 0%
B HG 55 R, Tkaros 78 33 L P 60 88 A & 4 1 22 9 R 954
FH. Ueta 25 5@ %) IKZF1 35 R FEAT A% R £ 251 43
Mr, B3R Tkaros W B A Tk2/1k1 L9 A4 e 28 AT BB 5 SOC 1Y
Sy E ARG o k2 WA B = DNA 25468 1, HoAk
e K4 SOC f) CM-SJS/TEN B hTheE . Meta 23471 N
WRTEZ ARG IKZF1 #35 CM-SJS/TEN B3+ soC
P A i M O, R BB T RE R TN SOC & JR M 1) 4=
BRPEFR AR, X % T 151 B 5 PR 19 SIS SFe 1 & — Al K Y
M
22 EIBE®RE e SIS Eum ittt rgEH E A i
i, Ueta 2" 3L F LR 3 45,10 SOC W &£ fig Y SIS
BE IR R R A . (1) SIS R 5259 &k
YA G5 (2) &4 SOC 1Y SIS B 22t B ARL 1 g 3 Jak
YR RTORAEIR 5 (3) SIS B3 K AR IR AL 2 PR YL 1 1T fiE
P 1 b R HR e B0 RR A, T A LE R R g Ak R
R 2 R 418 AN TR TLR 358 85 1 0 ) 4%
YA, RO AR 26 1 Bz 5 40 P B HL = WA B 422 ik, B AN 5|
IR R RAE

BEAN  FENS I SIS U B 25 I L B2 4 i b, PIGR 1)
FiRW T PIGR 2 53R 1gA (W5iz (R IR R
ZHR JEAR AR 78 HEI PIGR %% 5% 1 18 ml RE 52 i HR 26 [ 4
G PE R T A BT W, 78 45 I | Je 40 i
Wi, PTGER3 ¥ 2l 31 7T & 2% 410 i TLR3 £ = ) IR & R
i TLR3 BEC AR R _E 3 £ R A 200 it Fn 65 1 iz 4 i v
IKZF1 (335" n] L | 22 Folr [ A7 6028 R G 56 IR AT fig 4
TR — S ) PR 245 A FRHR R IR B RS, A7 H P AT AT S A
AR SR RES R I R 2% O T, S8k SOC K A
3 SJS BREBHEE MR RIL

H AT SIS AR EHBE A2 1412 Wi 5 955 18 43 32 B4R 38 I IR
TP ERIRASE BTl R e KA a4 B RS2 B
B2, M SCikdRIE  FRIE G IR Az B9 SIS B
FLISHH R 4a, B i R F 2B ISR TR, W
BT A LG R o S i RO AR A 2E i, SIS P HR
BRI 43 A RS M
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3.1 2MEHT I R 2 Rrak 2wk, LA4E B S Il R AR
WAV ) Ml 25 08 O 52 LK A 280 o O
1T,
2B MHE AR IR 2RI IR A S | AT AN f Y
PRAE FNT5 975 23 % IR 28 114 45 44 FNAH B B 3 B 282 17 s 52 1)
P, EE R AR (R 1), Hat RZERH
Sotozono PEA %7 L HEAT 49 F vﬁ\:tﬁﬁbﬁx}ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂi}fﬁi
R 0~3 20 ) US4 TR 12 P SIS
VSR A UG s

MR Sk FL 56 AT T I 20 46 1 IR RE IR A7 i 10 o
FEMIGIKEZI, TIRE SIS BETHEHRERAN
46% ~59% , 7341 55.2% .74 ™ E A THIR Bk =, 50% ~
100% 2 & £ A W IR Th B8 BE 75 ( meibomian gland
dysfunction, MGD) FITH IR B2 54 . HETHA N, &
ARV R AN EALE (1) TH IR 8 TR £ 4R b T 2L
KR Z 5 (2)MGD FEGHBEAG BUZ 6k = 5 (3) BPIR E R
oA A fa B AR S BUIR FIR I B R AR, T
ZRA PRI T B F AR B G2 i+
4 SJS HREBREHIETT

SIS HRFRIR A IR T W NN 5 22 22 BHA AR AR 48 a2 19T HR
B A T AL S A RRAE M A2 | 8 B FE BT 1A ) AN AT 3
P A I o S AR R A B TR YT O 5, A e A A
HGITEIAL B FEUREH R AT AR E . AR
TR AR B IR i B T 20
4.1 2MEH
411 BEREIT I A e R B A B S N T
24h WATIRBLE12 , 3 2 /DT K Twk N B R 005 1)
BRI TEEAG Y . RIS IR T AR A R
B TR IR LA S N TIHWE, AR R L3R 2, Tt
A 2T R P B2 997 8 00 %o IR 2 i 2, R A B ®iTH
FR ) R, N DA, s iR B 2 24 )
A g % SIS, el

SPERARR T AR 2 DL b R N IR AT R RS A
(amniotic membrane transplantation, AMT) , ¢ 4% F AR B} AL
RV PR AR IS 89 3~ 10d™* Shanbhag 257 % 29 4]
TAMEIETT AMT 119 SJS [ H FEAT BT, & I 87% B IR
B AERFIE AL 73k 0.5 DL B ML TR A A T & iR
i, AEAT 53 AT 78% F1 58% HE AL 33 Ji Ay WG A e 3 5 A T
MR, IR 5 3mo NE IR A5, AMT BIRYIT R E
FE ARG TR 1 T0 78 1 S TR R4S I LA SR G, A
WA = A AT T, 38 A S D M R R 25 R B i FRoAR
B T RRBEED AT S B AR R Y BARTFAR
ROR 5 AR5 I EAR L, A8 TR B 8] R K 4 50, 2 A7
IREEXTILEHATFAR , BLAh, BhA FIR N R ke T 45
SR SRR I B R E PR
412 &5MET X T2V T EAE MR b F K
TE S % % B3R 5 [ (intravenous immunoglobulin, IVIG) T H
b S e 0 B 4 B PR IR YT R A AL AU/ 18 R IR AR O
I Y A A 1 TEE IR

— I Z s [P AN A T 43 B 2t SIS R
AT Rl R 25 W R T AR B AN TR Y 4 B PETR T
(MR SRR SO G ) 4, 25 R R W& 2 R i
LA RN PR BRI A 4 KA I B B 2E T
Mieno %5 FUBFSE & B, A PEIR A2 R SIS HE1E &R
4d AT H SR W IR YT (500~ 1000mg/d) i, 18 PR IR B
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JRAR IR S A R I AR, L TS A, Kim 7 4
P& X T 2R AR AN 4 B AR T 3 45 v A R A I A T
IVIG AR MR IRIT , X SR E LR EWL—8

WA, A A5 3 B S 3 FH HR i R I8 A5 AR P 5 e
TSR T AT S 2 R A TR 1 P B R A Sotozono T
SR TR AL2.5me/ (kg « d) JIRYT BT I 2% 5 %
JU 1 A R O B AR AE T 32, (H X RR 3 1 IR 0 0 A8 T 4
AR IR A R R B IR RS PR S R
TR TR P 45 B 5 410 o) ) A J By 12 FH T SIS A8 3 TR 350 722 1Y
BIT I HEUCR AR T R, BN R At
) R I T R 235 R 7 I s R R R R A 9 A AT AR
BIT IR
4.2 1814 H
421 BFETIRIER T TR 5w UL A1 IR e A2
Z—, WA R0 DB AE T Al AN & B I R A N T
W, RIS AL S AT 35 00 A P R0 2 1 T g
gy IR ELA S A AE PR SRR B N B R S AR
S AR PR AR TR R 2 R T L A o R o G A
W i 2 B PRER ) A HGE AR R 29 Hi
ELIREF (4 Y/ K) B 0.05% CsA (2 /K i HR I, AR 7T sk
T HR B A I RS R R ARAE 07 i %ok 7™ B A9 T HR
S W BEIBE A DA IR SR 500, W B R AT VH /N A
BT ARIGIT
A22RIP AR LR X TAATE RS MM T e k4
(persistent epithelial defect, PED) R, I M 4
BE LA AERRIR Ry e B XA 1 BE H AR DGR,
AT Bl DA AR RN DN T T e A A R R, i iR
I 55 B B VA T (prosthetic replacement of the ocular
surface ecosystem, PROSE ) BV 38 i3 ™ A £k 1) DL i 455 78 55 A
JIEE, PR 4 T A R K AE IR 208 iR BT A < Z k™, O 4P
HE b B 32 MUBRE 52403 , 9 B 1R TH % & . (HR 28K
LS ™= F 95 O 5, 1 S 90N 9 1 284 0 5 R TR A
JIN B 6 5 IR o v U B 5 %, o 3 T PR KE S R ok
BERE/NYUEGR A B TiZa 7 3R E S 2
A23FIEBE IS MIEFEEFL MR R R AE ) B
DR B RG 1 TF R R4 T R BB RS A S A D IR SR T ik B
PED 2R J5 I & RE BT, 110 26 IR AS 48 ( mucous membrane
grafting, MMG ) "G R Peax — )@, 111 26 AT R R
BB A AR ZRAE A A RERR L K AT AR A AR X R
ZEMR 0 ELAE P R % RAE K 2T ik B4 0 I Bz ARtk 4
fe B AR L, B 3 AR R B B A BT g AR S
Shanbhag 252" L4 T MMG .PROSE DI} — FBEA AT Y
BOR ., SR FEW, X FILE, MMG 4 836 I7 SR T
PROSE 4, 11 s A D AH B2, AH TS 18 45 % an ey, 16 & 3R 97 10
SE A B Y PR O T A PR G 2% A A A
SRS N A2 1) JR W FEAT MMG Al PROSE BX5IRYT

bR T HIEH TGS MIE R, DIEREE - RGE TG F
FEFS AR T IR S, Bk R F AR IR 10 1 e I
W #% # ( cultivated oral mucosal epithelial  sheet
transplantation, COMET) , W5 W], 7F 45 R & A= 18 e
ARH IR, COMET ARSI A 1 1E A R R it 151 2
S5Hh, 36l 82.2% BRI HTEARJE 1 ~2a WE &
4.2.4 FIEREHE XTI ATk A IS B E, MR
R EROARAR L ) I E— 77k . H T SIS B E R T
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% 1 Stevens-Johnson 42 & fiE AR E19% 2 B lifa PR R IR

s I P A
e 02 () TCHR R AL
1 () ZER I
2% (HEE) MR 2 b Bt sl AU E 1
3H(EE) MR Kz 5 RIS B[] I A7 7
18 13 piilid R AR BB Vogt MM 25 HY 2% (454 DB A i A 2 A TR

BRI 1 R AR

g FEAL G BR R %

MR 5 2 AR TH /) 52 2L AR

& 2 Stevens—Johnson LA MEREFRTHEIT AR

pigil MR ERAARAE I Ik
Ak TCHR AL BBTPERE N TIHI (4 U/ K ) | W 53 85 AR 45 5, Bl
1k I ER B %
SERE TN 0.5% SPGB (3 /K (1% BRI JE A TE TR IR (6

W/ R) 0% FKIEIRE (6 I/ K) NTIHW (1 R/ /INET)

MR b B s IR R FELL EIAYT TR b AT AR B IRA
18 109 TR TR TR PRI ) T /N A FE /B8R N (1) SRR T2
WA A (2) 145 IR e 1
PRV 1 Bl VMR G LR IR AL BRI s AR (3) F VIR
o2 31k A A TR JUBEE B (4) B AL
W Bk BRI R/ 25 T T A 2 I B RS A
MR 0 5 5 3 ML BT A BRI VIR AR AR 2 O A/ J5 B2 L A 45
TECHRE S AR IR A A
s FRALIE A 2R AR

FETHR R b Rz 5 Ak DL R R et 46 i 2 7™ 1 -
KA, FBRM TR, HIREHREEREANT
FAIRIT AT AT

P 1 RN T A A feE LA 2R TR RS A RS
WY 25 5 % R AR B R e & A R,
Xof T IR R A U AR A M AR R B,
IE TR 2 B R AN T RO R SIS RRCE ) e A ik
FE B - BN T A I S R G K S e
FARDFRE 2 T AE /D EEE Be b o R U - 2
RUN T MR S , BEAh, SR A B — 1 78T A it
R RN T A Bl 1 2R B3 AR 7 ik L B3R
] JEIE M A C A FE AR RO i 25 A 3R A
FE R B ) A MRS AS A B, T A B A ik |
TR TE SN2 BN T A B SR L T R
4.2.5 HAl SRk SEIR YT AT 3E i v b 98 0 A A I R
SETHIR, U85 SIS H A 7™ T 16 M AR BEL €, R 2%
(6mg/m*) St 2l J 36 I7 Bk & BT i 4 DU AR 2R L d
(2.5mg/0.1mL) FAT IR0 IR 1l 48 A 180 i BUER A ]
ARG SIS £ 0 A BSE A i AT 45 BE R A
0.5~ 1mL 5-FU(50mg/mL) , Jf MR 48 i3 ¥7 1% B [ B& 3 ~ Swk
HE WG, A5 TS BRIR R SIS ™,
5REERE

Stevens—Johnson Z¢ 5 iE h —F B K 4> B F [P AN 2 g
WA B et e, IR 48 & AR R ©AE S SIS 71
W EH I AR 29, BRI AR 2 HLA ZEH
RIS RS 259 SRl iR K2 A SIS B 5 JBRPEAH 6, Z Fh
PENLH IR F2 5 7 SIS M &4 (BT SIS By =

S T X T SIS AHSCHR A B A ST b, H 2 e
R A | 3 T A i RAE AR A o FR R SJS 5l 1y
HLA B3] FA15 23T L B 2E — 20 35 A 3 45 o) % 9 AN [+
W BCRe SR A AR S T B X R 1R T S R T 24
VRS TSR K o TE SIS IRFRIAS v | FRRSEAFAE I RAE N
HRAS T PR 9 R 1 4 i ke = - S 800 7™ o T e 1) = 2
a7 | T HR SR AR 0 1 S0 e 1 PN R R R TE A
BT A ETRE, BARBA R SIS P RARGEC )
I BT SIS Y i B e o 1, G AT A 1 e
25 X BN T R IR B T AR 0 A AR AT 8 E D
XA 3 S ) S A T 43 902y . AEiRyT v, EN A E
IR —E AR 2 X SIS B IR R AZ SR Ol
JEEY SRS A5 SAE & I B VIRV /2107 G HE
X TR IS G B ik A8 PEIIRT , 3=
BB XS HRAE R R IBORH A T, 5 U™ 12 AR 1 2
A8 N BRI A TRy A A IR R RS S T Re 2
BORIT T IR 822 BAETR B i R e, R, il AT
& FR I 1 PR HEVR YT 7 SR 3E TE A BE  AHOCHTBEVERT I 1Y
TF AR SE 21 SJS A 3R4S

S Hk
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