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Abstract

Objective: To evaluate the effect of tacrolimus and cyclosporin on the thickness of central corneal
graft after corneal transplantation. Methods: Randomly from May, 2017-February 2018 between
the first people’s hospital in the city of Kunming line from 38 cases of corneal transplant patients,
randomly divided into 2 groups, group A 21 postoperative use of tobramycin dexamethasone eye
drops combined tacrolimus eye drops, group B 17 using tobramycin dexamethasone eye drops
joint ring spore eye drops, respectively in postoperative 1 week, 1 month after surgery, postoper-
ative 3 months, 6 months follow-up after surgery, using anterior segment OCT to measure eye
central corneal thickness measurement. SPSS 21.0 was used for random block group design an
OVA. Results: 1) Corneal thickness was 530.583 m in tacrolimus group and 631.545 m in cyclospo-
rine group 1 week after corneal transplantation, and the difference was not statistically significant
(P > 0.05). However, eye fluid was not significant after 1 week after corneal transplantation. 2)
Corneal thickness was 529.300 m in tacrolimus group and 558.500 m in cyclosporine group 1
month after corneal transplantation, and the difference was not statistically significant (P > 0.05).
3) Corneal thickness of patients 3 months after corneal transplantation was 532.636 m in tacroli-
mus group and 501.500 m in cyclosporine group, with no statistically significant difference (P >
0.05). 4) The corneal thickness of the patients 6 months after corneal transplantation was 559.143
m in tacrolimus group and 444.625 m in cyclosporine group, with statistically significant differ-
ences (P < 0.05). Conclusion: Tacrolimus solution is more stable than cyclosporine solution for
corneal thickness after corneal transplantation.
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J# (center corneal thickness, CCT) &% WA E RW R AEKEER[2]. ABEEEXNE, THTHESIE
PR A IE 7 TR 29T

A B IR P52 A e I R R e s 2 () B2 4 bR 2 —, IR L% FH AT OCT W& A 8 )R 5, AT
B LA R I FR RS o AR A A S5 A7 85 2 PR AR A A7 LAE BB N AMIRTE D o AR R A TR A J5
FH At e B ) i AR -5 A1 2 3 IR 5 T v e A Ay JE B s ], B ATLIZE Y 2017 4F 5 H~2018 4E 2 A2
e RIS — NREEBEAT MR 38 BIEH, 82 4, A H 21 AARJEEH ZAE 28K
ARV A At e SRRV, B 4 17 A0 H 2 A& X FERMA IR A P R IR, ol TS 1 A
Rfg1H RE3 H Rjg 6 H#ATEEY:, @I FT1 OCT X AR A Je s JE M S g ATl & 1 A s
A G MR E AL, AT 148 5 A IRF A A S5 T007 HE R B )l R FH 245

2. AREH®
2.1. fRGIHERE

M 2017 4 5 H~2018 4 2 H Z [AI{E BI85 — N REEBEAT MR AR T AR I 8 i X 38 4l - (1%
I H Cdid BB E # A%) -

NIERRAE FHERR AR -

NIEFRHE: 1) Fi>5 5, PERIAFRAIR: 2) H2 MBERET AR S, 3) JorEKC MmN,
TEIE T 4) BEEC A€ W R ET MR JEE A MBEYT; 5) fetir ZESR N HPiHE T MR R .

HeBRbRUE: 1) HREG W CnBG P B BB, R, KA. BREGEZE. IRIEM A A4, T HERE, ™
H LR E) AR DR : 2) G IR RN : 3) SEALIRYE M B4R 4) Zoid . WAL %,

22, Bk

Ha 38 BB E 7 2 41, A 10N 21 R A (8 22 A1 5 2 Hh FE R AR HRIBBG £ fth 52 5L =] R AR /6 ¥, B
9 17 A48 2 A B 2 L FE KR IRV & IR SR IRV A8, 1R 2016 R AR (FRIE 1 BEAS
EFARALZIGRABBE T ARG L 5N BIEHTIER. BER. MR, BHeRiRik.
AJE 1 ARZE R EER 4 YOBHTBONEER 3 G ARJa 3 MABCONER 2 RJa 6 A H SO HIRIKREZ
BB TR AR 4T, T 0. 1% K JE IR, BER 1 802 . A B ARG BR G0 B2 BURCR IS, FK506
5 1% CsA IRVBAE M RS AE T ARG HORT 3 AN, R AR 4 Wk, DURIZHTE, R 6 HBONER RR 2
Ko AHTARIETH RJa 1 AL K3 A Rja 6 AEATREY;, @A OCT AARMR CCT M & it4T
M.

WeFHTTT OCT X AHR v o £y 58 )& P B REAT D &8, R AR ST, R AR T N A0, TR G HIAIE
I RBFE AR ERLAT VB R R IR I B AR AE Y\ T LIRS AL A i e 52 4, Se e Jm G E B0t
R EEE, BREDIE 3K, WP a s B, s g S e .

2.3. irESZE
i SPSS 21.0 ¥4 25 AN X H &1 77 Z 08T P<0.05 NERA SR L.
3. 58

FATEREMAA S 1 )8 f R A 58 2 A S BEE, At o B2 R) 45135079 530.583 pum, SR ER 24 631.545 um,
R TG ERE (P > 0.05), HASE 1 AT RPN, &5 KA Ge iR IA 7] G 2 3 70T £ 5 =
FE RIS . AR AR J5 1 H MRS B3 AR L, th s B R 41°F35 79 529.300 pm, M1 Z2H 9 558.500
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um, ZRIEG R (P> 0.05); ARG 3 H A E S MRS, 5w 2550 532.636
um, PR AN 501.500 um, ZERTEGHEE (P > 0.05). MABEBIEAIS 6 H M EE fEERE,
55 B R T4 559.143 pm, AR LN 444.625 um, ZERA SRR (P < 0.05) (AL 1),

Table 1. Comparison of tacrolimus and cyclosporine eye drops in corneal thickness
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Figure 1. Trend comparison of tacrolimus and cyclosporin eye drops on corneal thickness
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BT 8RR RS 1 ~6 8 A Ath 5o 52w ] IR VR85 1) A 16 )5 P~ 3 (I 4F 529.300~559.143 pm 2 [8],
RIG1H~RG 6 AMBEEEZERANLZE P =0.862 (P> 0.05), {4 FHFF 2 IR 16 A 5 3l 7E
444.625~631.545 pum 2 [8], e R BB B RAFRR, MR R AR RIS REES, X TR,
fih 5 5L =] BRI T A IR AR i KB 3 A 5 )2 B AR
4. Vg

— MR IE SRR 29 7E 500 F] 600 pm (8] . AR R IR BRI 12T I E R AR L — . — A
JERE R AR G R M R R, IREENE EMHS S 52NE AR M. hRmEER . B, &
P K A BRI A 5%, T CCT A 52 AR 00 52 o 8 2 (1) e EE B2 SR TR (4]0 A RS AR A Ji5 7 S 52 ) e T
AT HIR 0 T A 1

AFRAERG LA 1A 3L 6 AN EEEATARIELENE, MhrsmHEARS 1 A AR R L
IR A . SRR RN B AT RSB R R A, Egih, T fE I S E A R T
AR, HARSEHHEFRAN 50%LL F[5]. X T mfa s sl A m OB F 27 F : R RERD KEA
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AR A ZON T AR HE R SN — € AIRCR (6] A ZR IR VBUR B A R R SR BN R IR B A E
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