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Abstract

With the further aging of society, age-related cataract has become a public health problem of global
concern, and the surgical realization of IOL replacement is an important means to solve cataracts.
With the advancement of science and technology, cataract surgery has been transformed from re-
storative surgery to refractive surgery, aiming to improve patients’ postoperative visual quality and
visual outcome as much as possible. Accurate calculation of IOL refraction is the key to surgery, and
selecting the appropriate IOL according to the patient’s desired level of near visual acuity is more
likely to improve postoperative satisfaction. In this article, we review the factors that influence the
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selection of multifocal IOLs by reviewing the relevant national and international literature.
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1. 5|

TN B A BRECE R )00 5 1 32 ARG (1], BB AR AR AR (13t 20 DA S HR 350 A= ) 2 A 1 1
Pem, ANRERR TR O R ERETARE N E T AR2], TR B w8 ) R 5
o BT R DA BE T SR AN TR e DA BOR IS, i A L AR A4 (intraocular lens, 10L)#k
R IR R LR ORI Z ThAEME 100 (7=, AR e MEMTF R T RILEEE 2 HES. W
AT/ AR 5 i R 78— B 4% 52 OV (¥ # U M ), JC HAE D) RedE 100 RN B8 35 EORS Wk T H A JE Ok
FEHL. Dhaetk 100 BRI THE A 20tk TORski, B/ EAEA F R EAR pEEmT AL ), X
SRVFFA R OCEAER TN 1OL FERL, ICBHFEF] IOL (16 SRR A 25 (1 RF 8 7 5K

2. ANILemRiFtEAN
21 BETRWATHIREE

FLII 10U DGR v 3 E AR D SL I s T4 i R AR . S AT 100 R, AR¥E
Gullstrand 54 AR 55 H T H HR SR AR e ' B2 TR AH S B2 B0 101, Ui R 18 H0 3 IR ER G b A 22
Jt, PP E AR JE IR o ImPARHIHER A R CIRESH AR, tHEAKN: p-19+(Rx1.25) (P
N 10L JEH, R ONARRTEDEIRE) [3], HBLIEM R B PPAL B ARRT DGR, RFB R SRR ZE 70 A
JEYCRERIREM, AJa DG IRZ MR, T B AR B . i1 A T3 i BB R i R 2256
101 T SEEAR Ja i B AU, HATEIC I .

22. ARWEZE

FMRARK SRK | RIS LB B R e, 5 A iEE gt P=A-25L-0.9K
(P 10OL L, AN IOL 4L, L ONHRFIKE, K AMMBEMiER), 2o 00l iRl K 5 (Axial length, AL)
A I 28 P S SO0 e RO AT IR, AR5 RE S AT 5 VR (anterior chamber depth, ACD) /£ 1E % 5
ACD X} IOL FEHCTH S REma A ] 240, Fr LLiZ s eI K B0 AL B2 10 R R AAE R BB 4] 36—
AR SRKITIRIEAE AL, X A HEHOIT 7 44b %, MOS RS G Frits, (Hili TH¥ AL A1
ACD EHN—JCE MR R, 2% T ACD R IFAEL A, RiT ACD RE RGN R, fFHAKR
P N FH R AR A BT T B [5]

Holladay ¥ “I0OL % & ” (effective lens position, ELP)IAE&3I A IOL 8 AT, HkIFE Hr
AR FEARIAR, Hok 1oL MONASTHE B 1 &S, @ ARG ARSE 1IOL A7 BT, LA E
FETHE e TE[6]. 23 =ARA G AL, AR IX AN SH00 ELP #HT I, EZEARRANX
4 Hoffer Q. Holladay | 1 SRK/T A3, 51N ELP iX— &5 1OL tHEHER 2 a8 7, (HAA
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FORE, D

ARIRE AL FIRIUA ATANE, £ AL < 22 mm i, Hoffer Q AxEME ¥ &, £ AL > 26 mm K,
SRKIT A e iR ZEB K.

FEVURA RGN T 8 Z AV SHH T W5 ELP, Haigis A= RAR, Wi MABEiZE. AL
ARG ACD =ANSHEHATHM, 51\ a0 (10L #%0). al (ACD #¥0)M a2 (HL4l % %) = AMor w3, %
AT T A B S0 B R 2 A SRR e, {H R RN SR A4 JELFE (Lens Thickness, LT)Z 5%, 7E&&IR
A i J5E 1) S8 TR R OSSR . 5 Haigis AUAHLG, Holladay I AT LT, BEIEHEEER. ARAT
JE 6 IE K AERRIX 4 NS HOAT IR, HBEERE AR, %A W TS Bk i B R 7]

ANFT LA 1OL AE R B AT A S A 30, et —4R 100 1H 5 2 30 Barrett Universal A X045 &
JEE G He FOGZRIBERHIR, 5IN AL MR ). ACD. A B EUR &R AR R T-3E4T ELP 7idll, Barrett
ARASE RS Ji A o8 BEARCAI I N A8 SR ERAAR, 24 100 B8z R, HE e E P EHamzER, T
S ERERNJG 1OL SEPrAr B IARA[8] . HI T2l HR AR B 58 Jin 75 435 18 21 S Bim B30 45 440 Ji e tRAS A ],
Stof T R i HRE 350 2% A1 ke g IR b K PR el £ 5, 122 ST B8 SR ARG A P R 8 i [9]« Ollsen 2 3R F e 2Ri8
BRHOR, @ TR AE IR A2t AT N SRR A A R 45 4 S5 i SR ARG L, AT 35 B s
(1) 10L FE#([10]. izl BHFRIX — LR WP N E S, &R ACD f LT X 2 MEWSHE
S CHEEL HTECERTN, X—00F NS S Olsen A2 AL S2WAEE /N, 125 7K AL B#H 1)
TS BE[11] [12].

FERE T [F 2047 e F AT e g A 0P, 51N T ELP MRS 5 B3 — A0 A RIS B2 L8 K K d2 v,
BEAHRE AL Rk b s, Hoffer Q AxUE iR ZRUN, WX T4 AL 3%, Haigis. Holladay 11 A0t
HER R, Bl —1%A 3K Barrett Universal 11 /EARH AL HEH RIEFEDL. 1K TR, RE TR
BEIREE NS S AF ARG A LRSS IOL FEHL

23. ETFAILERE

Bl & N T fg (artificial intelligence, AR &, 12 FREE 20 Mr bLas 2= 150, 100 v A
PR B E T Hill-RBF AR BGNFAIEE MR, B IR B, i
RIEIX 3 MEVZHORTIN 1OL JE R, 2 s 2508 e A A0 25 1) R B PR BRI T B & N
¥ HARE SIS 100 JEG R AT EHRUTAS, 00 i PR H e T 250808 e A i B & R DT G AR B2,
B IR IE R, ERR I I R R B, R R AR, GIN T T 2 IIRERE, ol AL B35 1)
TR %75 LATR B [13] [14]. Kane AR —FHAE AR, # AL BIREF L REIAARG S, SHEE
(1 AL Ff 5l 26 L ACD L LT i e A JBE S22 D 79 SR v 55 1OL T 6 FE 4, 1% A s it v 52 51 T~ Olsen
Barrett Universal Il 2583848 1OL 5 A 30[15]. Karmona 2 RUEE K &35 51508 F T2 AN E 1 Al AL
BeEE VMR, OB A B AR T T H ST AL MLER S ST BRI ARk R 23 A AL . AR R I,
Karmona 2~ =Tl 1 i o't B i 22 Y5 FEl 7E.+1.00 D LA I LEfs] m] 3k 100% [16], {HH T Karmona 2 302 i
B 1IOL AT, ARKIE T BT L2 (WA FE LAVPAl AR PE ARG F 2600 26T AL B 8L A T4
7 10L THERHTAR, AL B 3RS 2 BRSSO AN [F IR A VDR AR RO SE 9 R, R AN
>, ARRAER I IR AR L T T RSB TE K.

a3 1OL THEA XA Wb &, SR, B BRI A G 3 1 e T 3 2 1 2 e,
ZHEEEAL, SegkiBiks. NTREREHA, 248 1oL AXNPLzEima, EIER AL BN, &Hi—
AEH A S Barrett universal 11 A BT RZIEER R Olsen 3. 26T AN T A2 5 #E 1Y Hill-RBF2.0. Kane
A SEEE P 5 [13] [17]-[19]. HAX Tt Kaid s AL B3, & 100 tHE A XEHMEAR, Hki
SEE R, TR A S B RLE R F B A B IR E M FAR LRSS, FAE
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N, A

LB, a2 hmE SRR EmitEAR.
3. ZESATLEREMIOL) S 2MmEES

PRS2 BT R EE, MIOL A] 43 LA R LK

P R L AR AN TERIERMIOL): 2288 101 SBaA Bt A R O B T, RN 56T i 6 AN
[, AR DX G 2 T DAL I SR AR AE LR AN R AL, T SEBL 2 M E R [19] 1% 10L St~ A
i, ARGEWEFEMWEEZ, BN 0L JFhde HARGRICREE R, BT g s

IOL J& rh ik it FLAR S5 A58 B T B /N, AR 1OL #3584 IR J74g /A =1 ) ZMBO00. 5% /K HEA H 1) Acry
Sof ReStor. DMIOL 7EAN[FIEFLA/IME G T 3 I T iz £5 AR A5 A, IA B AL Y B 1. A5
XtEG T BRI 2 MIOL (SA40N, ReZoom) Al —FhA7Hf % MIOL (Tecnis ZM00) AR & —4E (197 %k, Hiit 4l
5% %N 43.7%F1 53.5%, TIfiTH 40N 87.5%, f41H—3.0D (B A i 4 VPAl I AT 43 &L MIOL RILFE 4, 1M
Pt B =B R N [21]. XA  MIOL, #7447 MIOL AL 1 KA 1A AL S S 4, e
MBS e, (HEATHA R S ECH e, DEEFHTHIDE TS, St LU A BT T BE[22]

Pt AT R A BN TEPIRAHMIOL): 25 &S AT AR, e Je it A it X, s

e, ARG AL S TR [23] . A 10L i LA G2 o3 A AT e A o ot B, e ik T B4l RMIOL
5 DMIOL [J5EIA, AEHAIE ML /8L, AIAEAS [FDG R S A N 2 LTy abr . 58 | AR, R IR
A % /R BEA ] ) ReSTOR SN6AD1.

SR IEK 7Y (extended depth of focus, EDOF) A L fitR A4 : BRI ERAT S « Bk 5 S5 0K
PR SAHK T B LUA BIG e R N M3 e AR, i A SR Kk B B aE . 107 U] DASEAR
SEILAL DR SRR B G, B IR AL )=, m) R SR A — AN AN A W B MR Y Y L [24] . EDOF A
TR R R G 2 BT T SE R TOL & A R R B2, (HAR S AETEMIZC LRI FEC T B E AR5
Wi [25], 5RA4:/A ) TECNIS Synergy Ni#i—1% EDOF fpiRAk.

AP N TRk 122870 101 J= B R BN R0 IE 8 SRS ThRE, % 1OL 75 2248 Py 4 B 5K
TERAAL, DAt — B R AR MR 68 ), SEOUAS [RIBE B A0 /A8 4k, (H R T RT i T 0L = ZAKH T IOL 78
TIRNINESNFAT IR, FIATERESA . A RS2 REOLRY I T . AR, e
FARTVR N TSGR B, 8 40%A 5B 75 ZAE IR B2, HALSE 3B RO A e85 26] %
BN TR B a4 75 58 2 A 9T LLVPAS HT7 3L

MIOL R4 £ s X ] 4) AXUEE AU IOL, =455 IOL F EDOF A T éfiRfA, XUFE £( 1oL $il i

PRt T MM AR, BE W R E[27]-[31], HEMUARE S ERE, AREEMEES, LT
MR NP, EDOF A LRI AN B8 SR A A B SR o, SRt TSR, Sl it
WAREE, RIFHZG. KR EAREE[25] [30]. AEHMN LI 7L 466 RIRBEAT 4, XL T =45
IOL (AcrySof 1Q PanOptix, ATLISA Tri 839MP, FineVision MicroF) Al EDOF IOL (TECNIS Symfony) A &
ST, WEAR PR ZEEY 1OL $RE3RMA R AL ), —£E 05 1OL JEfE A0SR, A6 A 32 M TR 25 1) 45 34
TS ARG OLSE i, 287 IOL ¥IRPL R UF, K WLBH B 2 57 [31].

BEMEZEFR, AFBEAEETT ST RAR, REFEEEEE IR R AR A E

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2025.151049 356 I IR 2= =23t e


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2025.151049

FORE, D

IEFEEIE ) MIOL o 56T it B = B ik 2 il o B AR &, UER mUR = 55 10 2w i a2 HLa M 7 75 3K [26]
Sf TAREE SRS IR B Sy R, =455 10L& EDOF A T tRAE T N 43d[32]. MIOL 75 B SE Il AR 5
FE S A AN TR ALK /N N BB AR A T B, AR AT 40U 5% 58 8 i LK/ 84k, AL R/ e i3k Ok
Lz/b, HWTRRY, BEFLER/N SRR, PR w, EIEFE XA A RMIOL 7 BEREFLY K LG 55
PRI IX, 6T/ NEAL S e s IR Bl R 2, mI 25 e i A oA 2R Y 10L [33].

4. IRFBEMFSEX 1I0L BETEBZ N

ARJE JEEIRZE R T A N R EFHE ARG IR EAYE . RSO EERRZ —, RETRHHR
A A EZHLS 100 JE G ETHEERG e DI o AL MIRAER S ELick, 4 36%, 1 mm ()
AL SR A2 3D RJE HGIRZE[35], A tRARIR ™ B a5 B TR B A R S BRI R 2. R
RS RN SRR, 204 22%, 1D MG M5 EEL) 1D KRS G IRZE[34], TR
AFERE + THRAE A S R S IR ARG DUAS Rt 2 3 B3O Iy =30 00 vl 52 T

A R i A N 7 ) AN B S0 DA R A8 i RO S RN B i s B R N Y, R S 2R I D 3
S ) S OG 1R 22 IEAE I W R/ [35], 17 ELP S1E A DG IR Z2 RS2 B 50k . WEFRI, 294 35%1K)
ARG JE R ZE R BT X ELP FITRIAERFTE, 1 mm RS ACD fli R & R EUE LR 2N 1.4D.
e AL B BB AR st 3 BUR G eI BB 548, ELP HBLHUNRZZ, 3o 5 dip A DU i A i
ACD HIXT R, AT BTN IR 22 I MRS [36] . AR HT 5 78 7075 R B (KR ARRF AL, 3EAT R A (1 HR 748 2
V2SR .

5 IMNEERE

B MIOL () 2, B2 (0 N B B RS s R R S, SR ARJE AT LS s A
BRGP R ENE . MIOL G285, et AN TR RS, IRBHEAFE S 2 Mk s m
TR BEIATATRA, 298 B E IR, YRS s . AR E R ) R £ TS .,
A X M b R B B R Y 1OL AL . REUERY 1OL J Y6 vt s BT SR, ARURHES A AR R
FIARFIZHINE . ELP BIFRI. 100 SEBRJEE TPl 0L T UM AL i 655 22 J7 T AH < R 2 A
H A T e ' PR T DA D AR DGR 22 . B BT BOR AR, MIOL fRa FE1 SE RS HEAL AT EAL,
REALGEZITMHARFIE, B M TFRIBIT TR, USSBREREICR.
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