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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the difference of fundus microvascular structure in patients with low to
moderate myopia after SMILE or FS-LASIK by SS-OCT. Methods: Patients with low to moderate myo-
pia who underwent SMILE or FS-LASIK were selected. SS-OCT was used to measure CT, CVI, CVV and
FAZ in each area centered on macula and optic disc before surgery, 1 day, 1 month and 3 months
after surgery, respectively. Results: 1) The negative pressure time of FS-LASIK group was lower than
that of SMILE group (P < 0.05). 2) Comparison between FAZ groups showed no difference in follow-
up points between the two groups. 3) Comparison between groups in macular area: There were no
differences in CT, CVV and CV at each follow-up point in each area centered on macular area. 4)
Comparison between the groups: @ The number of follow-up points in CT: FS-LASIK group was
lower than that in SMILE group (P < 0.05); There was no difference between the two groups at each
follow-up point. @ CVV: all follow-up points in FS-LASIK group were lower than those in SMILE
group (P < 0.05). There was no difference in the paratopic area between the two groups. 3 CVI:
There was no difference in follow-up points between the two groups in the optic disc area and the
paroptic disc area. Conclusion: SMILE and FS-LASIK are equally safe for fundus microvascular struc-
ture in patients with low to moderate myopia.
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FS-LASIK/SMILE L kiR 2 34T e T ARSI A R B IR TR, KRRV 73 #r#% B, SMILE/FS-
LASIK 5 31 A AT B 1IE#R A2 22 4 B [FAEE R0[6]; Cheng Z5[71/Eh YA A1, FS-LASIK/SMILE AR
GRS, 2 IR A T, AT e S B BE AL R R,  BORBSZ AR A 1 . (AR IR
W, AR, SMLIE/FS-LASIK A J5 35 BEALFL Sk & Bl (10 fof 1/ 7 0 o 27 A o A, i ik 8% B .
BRI IR L T AR A8 5200 [ 8 A B T R I AR AR 38 FS-LASIK J& ik 46 i B 4 1f1L %% 5 (CCD)
BARARG 717 Fik 28 JI 5 P2 (CT) T i [9] . X T ML R SMILE A Jim AR L ik 248 IS F 45 g AR L7 A7 A8 S5 S 52 i
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L EPTiR, JRAE DA FTRA TS T — 285G T B I Ta) 0 IR EC 2 ) LA, (RS R BT 2 1) A A
T 50K A T VP4l FEAE I R 52 B HH K R e Al s B andE N2 i b AT 38 2 I IR U B A

Tk

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2025.1541284 3168 Il A 2= 27 ik


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2025.1541284
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Kt %

PPk AN R A T7 20 G I TR R 25 SRR T e . A% GoRs B k4 B i v o A e ik, HAR
M S TG Mk 44 M I A 1) B SR R AR, X DA RE R R BB % R L IR B A AR AL . AR T IR R I i B
(OCTA)Z—F . JCOIIEIAR, &P DATEAN TR B S5 18 52 70 P A7 00 X 400 DR SR fik 2% FBE Py afi e i A7 4
MAVEGEVPAS[11]; 10 SS-OCT MR KA, ZFdEag, M adesa: AMUT DU HEIR 5 B ah i
SE PR AR R B AN S BUE R A B, FF H A T S 5 e LU AN S s i R U, R S 4 HhVH BRIz 3
W AR S BIURK 268 I8 1ML 38 R G nT AL 12]

M T IEREAT FS-LASIK B¢ SMILE M B IR AL A S &, R SS-OCT Kl AR HT . A S5 ik
2R A AN MPARAS s BRI A FE I LR 25 2R AT AN 5] JiE 6 37 A r 70 BF [ 6] Jik 286 6 35 ) A0 1f 978 1) e A
A 25t

2. MEE5FE
2.1. #IzIIHR

AW TONRTHEVEIGIRIT 7T, JEERLE 2022 4F 11 H~2023 4 6 Aukis T HIRER K 2EHE KN ERE 2
Wiy R EE AL HAT SMILE 8¢ FS-LASIK [, FrA B sk m 78 i 25 9 R =0 F AR FH T
I T . AR FLAACEIZE B e, AU (REERET) , A BEEEFAAE N, Rl
BFAAT T M IRBHS A, GREBIRI ) ST RBRITR A BEFLK/N, BRI A
AR R R e %

PINFRE: © R 18~30 % @ IAMEE: FRRIURRFRE R ERE S < —6.00 DS, HUOE <
—4.00DC, HAEFIEMIT >0.8 (EFRPrAENEAE152):; @ IRETEE: 11.0mmHg <IOP<21.00 mmHg; @
JEYCIRASFAE: RN ARIRECE RS 1.00 D; & ZHREM OCT Md, HREARWIIERH .
© ARHTEIE A A B RN 0T 2 ), AEEA RS T 1 H: @ BEESZMEECTFRIBIT .

HebrtrntE: © BHEAWEE, FOCMR. BEFSALIR . IR AR S5 bR i AN IE 03 A AR 577 1) 2 3 5
@ RIAHEERIEN EE: O B A G R PR S SFH M @ 5 1 ANH WY I 254
SR mGRARMNES; © BUAMESRAEGERNES: © BARHFARLMIMG LR,

2.2. FREAR

1) 23kt Rur: M 0.5%L A H D EMIRB(HAS R)ARR A 12 K. WREE: FH 0.4%3H8
BUA R DR HR VR (H A 2 )% AR AR AT R TH R . RJEFHZG: © 0.5%A FRP BRBIRBHAZR), &
H 4 WmARIR, FEEARE2H; @ ZA4%FRMERMHRRALREEZ)EH 4 KRB, K5
B4 REGONE S RIS ) H 3 KRR, BAEW 1R, 2RE 1 A5 6 WAK
REJREMIBOCR =S H 2 WOSARR, REE 2 AEFEZ; @ /M- iE AR A& ST Zlk)
H4 W, KRG 2 fAES; © 0.1%FE R IR E EUSAN)EEH 4 JOSARIR, A 3~6 NHE
1524,

2) YRR RS: BT T ARER R F— 400 F 5 M ARRZ A I BE F 452 500 kHz, FikibgE &
4165 nJ [#) VisuMax $IPIEOE RS (FEE Carl Zeiss A F])56H. SMILE FAR: 22X KE N 6.5 mm, #
i EX B A 0.5 mm, FAEEKEZREERN 7.5 mm, BEEHEEE 110 pm £ 120 pm Z 8. K
WoRH e o A VIHLE B G R I TE SR Y], e AN OE SR AT R T, RS CE 120
PLEM—A 2.5 mm AP . FS-LASIK FAR: &EMABIRER 8.1 mm, MAEIEEREA 100~110 pm,
FREIMERE AT BT T A 12:00 A7 HIVE ARSI VE TR IRES, A TR0 B VTEIIX AN 6.5~7.5
mm, BEATECEUIHI.
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2.3. SSOCT IREKTE

AHI FUR G AR T W 2 UG HOR, F KA 1050 nm, 1060 nm, 344 100,000~200,000
A-scan/FP, H[A)rHE2H 1.95~2.6 mm, Ja R 5 HE5 A 6.3~8 um. TEREFLEAE 2.5 mm (12548 T RI AT
A% . AT T SS-OCT (VG200S)W ARHR AT MG KA . S2il# H32 IRk Ay AN 75 B, OR¥F
FEHNIABOCHENE S, B E— OB BGRR BRI AL B E AR RGEATHH/, 70047 DO B A A
NFOHIRE . EORZIRE TEERELE PR REFFENR, DEGESES > 7 9 e RERIbriE .
KR I 58 R R 1R RE1TAH. K3 4MH.

2.4. E{&ALIE 1-Deep Layer™ A\ TEfE

B 7 Hr3% H SS-OCT H i ) Deep Layer™ N TG Z2H k. #BEX B B N B 2B
K LAEEBE A 0 3 mm x 3 mm Y AL LA ETDRS(Early treatment diabetic retinopathy study)43
X, R NEBEHOX(d=0~1 mm). 3EHEX(d=0~3 mm). 3EHEF5HOM X (d=1~3mm): PARLFL KA A
Oy RGN EAE L (d = 0~1 mm). FAEX(d = 1~3 mm) LA KA 55 X (d = 3~6 mm). (s)fRF AT Xk
(P35 4F o L HRoRR A Hp O DX ) ik % B JE 55 R R e I B S A N8 23 M o BB 0 [T G 1L [X (Foveal
avascular zone, FAZ), H Al ®R8IRAEL T H s S2H FAZ [THIAR (Area) Ji K (Perim). JE[5 45 £1(CI)-
HhC [T L7 4% B (PD) Y &% 40U

2.5. Gtk

KH SPSS 26.0 SRt AT HE B HA S M. THE BRI RS IES MG, KA X +s 2R, AR
FAWSIAEA ¢ e, 220 18] A LR PR DR 3R B A & 07 2200 AT, SRidb AT SEarkRERIE A 46, 4 2 Bk
RS, MR AERSIEIESE R AW BRIEASS, WK Greenhouse-Geisser /2 IEZ5 3, WIZHA[A] L4
K H Bonferroni 55 . 1405 RR HAEL(H 7 t)FRoR, A ECRH R AR . P<0.05 vEREASR
TR COLE 1~3).

.'-' F
BB 474
Bl 25V 512

TRN

’ S S
Area0.237mm* Perim:1.989mm
CI:0.75 FD:4013

Figure 1. The Area, Perim, CI and PD of angio 3 mm x 3 mm (512 x 512) mode were automatically identified and calculated
by artificial intelligence
1. Angio 3 mm x 3 mm (512 x 512)##J Area, Perim. CI. PD HALE&EBNRFNES
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Figure 2. Angio 3 mm x 3 mm (512 x 512) mode macular CT, CVV, CVI
2. Angio 3 mm x 3 mm (512 x 512} EKX CT, CVV. CVI

Bl a2
S A P~ AbEh 1.C

Figure 3. CT (A), CVV (B), CVI (C) in OHN 6 mm x 6 mm (512 x 512) mode
3. OHN 6 mm x 6 mm (512 x SI2)IERAME. KX CT (A). CVV (B). CVI(C)

3. ARER
3.1. BEEAXHEN

WRIEHNFRAERHEER R E, AW TSN 88 fl, 73 4L, M SMILE 41 51 HHR, FS-LASIK 241
37 Rl Wk DFR: GBI tASIRAROTIIG AL, PALEF N, File. BREL. M8, 5%
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R IRAHRIELEL, Z RGP > 0.05). FS-LASIK 7KK AKX T SMILE 4(P <0.05).

Table 1. Comparison of general data between the two groups

1. MERE—RERIEER

ity FS-LASIK #(n =37) SMILE % (n = 51) E P A
A, n (%) 0.126 0.723

5 21 (56.8) 27 (52.9)

gy 16 (43.2) 24 (47.1)
() 22.51+3.08 21.78 +3.05 1.102 0.274
BRE(D) —4.57+1.12 —4.22+0.97 -1.552 0.124
F5(D) —0.68 £ 0.50 —0.70 £ 0.54 0.180 0.857
EREREL(D) —4.90 +0.99 —4.57+1.05 -1.491 0.140
A 4 (mm) 25.64 % 0.66 25.70 = 0.86 -0.361 0.719
B TE](S) 22.62 £0.55 29.39 £ 0.67 -50.721 <0.001

E: 5ARETEE, P <0.05.

3.2. FAZ BEHHHLE, SRERER )T

1) SARATHE: P4 EE Area £ ARG &BEVT £ ETHP <0.05). FS-LASIK 4 Perim AJ5 1 _ETF
(P <0.05), ARJ53 H¥KSE; SMILE HARJ5 &V 2= 538 g5 2 (P > 0.05). PAEE CIARE®
BE 55 2 RG22 (P >0.05). SMILE 4 PD RJ& 1 K (P <0.05), B iZEKE 2 ARTKF
FA-LASIK HAR 5 &1 s5 2 73 4 1H 242 (P > 0.05).

2) HAIE: PIZLEEE Area. Perim AJ5 &bV fiZE RIS (P > 0.05). FS-LASIK 41K
J& 1 X CI T SMILE 4(P<0.05), FS-LASIK 4IARJ5 1 H PD K T4 WIPAL(P <0.05), RMALEE R
TGt 7 5P > 0.05).

Table 2. Comparison of FAZ parameters before and after operation

5% 2. FAZ BB HAREI. REHLLER

Eizga 45 1% p Nl Y NERPS A1 H ARJE 3 H F{i P
FS-LASIK Z| 37  0313£0.082 0327+0.084* 0.331+0.086* 0.326+0.085* 18.062 <0.001
Aren SMLIE 41 51  0298+0.086 0315+0.083* 0.309+0.089° 0.308+0.087* 12.992 <0.001
F {8 0.580 0.357 1.060 0.824
P{H 0.449 0.552 0.307 0.367
~ FS-LASIK4L 37 2244027 229+0.26 230+0.27° 226+036 2995  0.037
perm SMLIE 41 51 2.22+0.29 227+0.28 2.25+0.32 221+£035 2336 0.082
F {8 0.060 0.043 0.471 0.387
P{H 0.807 0.837 0.495 0.536
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FS-LASIK 4 37  0.766+0.050  0.767+0.051  0.764+0.039  0.766+0.047  0.023  0.995
“ SMLIE 41 51 0.734+0.091  0.733+0.080 0.739+£0.076 0.746+0.068 0.714  0.547
F{H 3.231 4.455 2.878 1.950
P{H 0.077 0.038 0.094 0.167
FS-LASIK 41 37 36.01£5.10  33.95+4.87 34194584  3653+4.02  3.123  0.051
o SMLIE 41 51 3833+437  3446+597°  37.16+591 37.58+554 10429 <0.001
F{H 4.189 0.149 4.460 0.794
P1{H 0.045 0.701 0.038 0.376
H: 5ARRFIE, 2P <0.05,
3.3. EREXFA KX BKEEIEE B (CT) R ELER
D) AR S ARE 1R, RE 1 H RE3 HREHEIX CT 4R EREE 3)Fis:
Table 3. Comparison of macular CT before and after operation
3. BEWX CT REl. REHIELE
E{=tan ekl AHT UNERPS AE1H KR53 H F {8 P 18
FS-LASIK ]  25542+6526  262.65+7030 266.78+£6547* 263.69+68.02* 10.539  <0.001
e SMLIE 4] 240.61+50.17 251.52+60.43* 259.30+50.00° 258.61 +56.80° 32.806  <0.001
F{a 1.146 0.507 0.292 0.116
P14 0.288 0.479 0.591 0.734
FS-LASIK ] 255.57+64.18  263.15+69.62° 269.03+63.60° 263.43+66.71* 12.500  <0.001
e SMLIE 41 238.99+49.82  246.88+56.00° 259.24+4927* 258.73+55.19° 29.677 <0.001
F1H 1.473 1.172 0.524 0.104
P {8 0.229 0.283 0.472 0.748

E: s=sum/ PIIME; SARETHES P <0.05.

a) HGARATHE, ®BEX CT “FHMH 0~3 (s) FS-LASIK 4AA G 1 AMARJE 3 A% EFHP <0.05); SMILE
HARJG FHEVT ) TP <0.05). AHIE AL ARJ5 % HEVT R 2R LGHHAE U(P > 0.05).
b) FHESSHOMIX CT ~FIME(1~3 s), WAHEE ARG &V M5 EFHP < 0.05). HELE: RE&
B 5 25 R TG R (P > 0.05).
2) R ARRTEARE 1 Ry KRG 1 H. RJG 3 HRE X Bk BEE(CT). 4R EREE HFR:

a) SARATILES, MAX CT “FIMEHA~3 s): SARAILE, WHRGE SV A

(P>0.05), Pidlialxttt: FS-LASIK 41AJGANBEV A5 39K T SMILE 41(P < 0.05).
b) SARRTELES, W55 X CT P 3~6 (s), PIALEE ARG SRV i, 2 RS (P > 0.05),
B LA 0 TR 55 Xk 2 i B~ I P A R 3 RS BT i, ZE SRSt =5 (P > 0.05).

ERBITG R X
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Table 4. Comparison of preoperative and postoperative CT in papillary area

F 4. AKX CT KRBT RFHIEER

EEL Rl 1% ARHI AE 1R AETH ARG 3 H FfE PfA
FS-LASIK 4 37 131%'099; 12199'.919; lég'izi 12159"73%i 2.985  0.058
0~3 (s)
SMLIE 41 51 1‘;(;‘%* l‘ﬁ'%f;i 1‘;11'.15%* 13295'.1754i 3.036  0.052
F & 4.195 4.137 4.112 5.999
P {H 0.044 0.046 0.046 0.017
FS-LASIK 41 37 T 1200 oo 19075 2777 0.0ss
3~6 (s)
swwps s RSSO WIS o o
F{H 1.481 1.065 2.175 2.687
P{H 0.228 0.306 0.145 0.106

E: s=sum/ FIME; SARATEE, P <0.05.

3.4. BHX CVV & CVI #itt#:

) BRI EARE 1 X RE 1 A RF 3 ARFEEX KHPIMEFF(CVV). ERERGEE ST

7N

Table 5. Comparison of preoperative and postoperative CVV in macular region

5. BHIX CVV REI. RiEHIELE

Ei=tan 5 1% YRIT R WTEL1R  WITRELHA WITE3A FME P

FS-LASIK 2 37  0.098+0.059 0.089+0.037 0.089+0.040 0.114£0.094 2.199  0.096

e SMLIE 41 51 0.086+0.034 0.095+0.038 0.117£0.087 0.092+£0.036 2.034  0.118
F{H 1.056 0.376 2.733 1.745
P fH 0.308 0.542 0.103 0.191

FS-LASIK 44 37 0.65+025  0.77+028  0.77+030°  0.70£029  14.075 <0.001

26 SMLIE 41 51 0.73+0.25 0.80+0.27 0.78 +0.28 0.77+£026  3.008  0.053
F{H 1.839 0.147 0.003 1.258
P {H 0.180 0.703 0.958 0.266

FS-LASIK 41 37 0.63+023  0.68+024°  0.68+026°  0.67+024  7.187 <0.001

= SMLIE 4 51 0.65+021  071+£024*  070+£024*  0.68+022 9304 <0.001
F{H 0.088 0.164 0.031 0.056
P {H 0.768 0.686 0.860 0.813

e s=sum/ FIME; SARATHLES *P <0.05,
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a) HARFTHES HIHAHLX CVV FEIME 0~1(s), MAARJE SFFEV RZR BG4 R (P >0.05).
HELbE: ZR TG %= (P > 0.05).

b) HHEIX CVV FH{EH 0~3 (s), FS-LASIK HARJE 1 K. RJF 1 H¥ EFHP < 0.05), KR53 HFE
WE BARRGKT; SMILE A5G & BT M2 W LG58 (P >0.05). HE: RGHHE SER
YIS 242 (P > 0.05).

¢) EBEFHLMIX CVV FEIME 1-3 (s), WALEE ARG 1R, K51 ¥ ETHEP <0.05), RE3 H
NEEARAIAE. AELE: WAREARE S S ZRB TG 2 (P > 0.05).

2) AR AT S ARG 1 K. KRG 1 H KRG 3 AWBEBEX K MERB(CVD. 4R EREE 6)FT

TN

Table 6. Comparison of macular CVI before and after operation

52 6. EPIX CVI RBI. RiGHItLE

Ei=an 415 1% ARHT WTRE1R WIYELH RITE3H FfE P
FS-LASIK 40 37 0.44+0.12 049 +0.112 0.46+0.14 048+0.100  6.157  0.001
e SMLIE 41 51 0.46+0.10 0.49+0.10 0.47 +0.10 045+£0.10 2920  0.084
F{H 0.759 0.067 0.131 1.056
P1H 0.387 0.796 0.719 0.308
FS-LASIK #l 37  0452+0.068 0474+0.094* 0455+0.099 0463+0.087 4.138  0.009
2 SMLIE 4 51  0.445+0.081 0.470+0.076* 0.461+0.076 0436+0.074 7.909 <0.001
F{H 0.133 0.030 0.086 1.945
P {H 0.716 0.864 0.770 0.168
FS-LASIK 41 37 0.45 £ 0.06 0.47 + 0.09° 0.46 £0.10 046+0.09  3.630 0017
= SMLIE 4 51 0.44 +0.08 0.47 +0.07° 0.46 + 0.07 043+0.07 7970 <0.001
Fld 0.077 0.046 0.016 2.048
P{H 0.782 0.831 0.901 0.157

E: s=sum/ PIIE; SARFILE, P <0.05.

a) SARRTEEL, #HEHOX CVISFEME 0~1 (s), FS-LASIK ZHAJG 1 RAARJE 3 A EFHEP <0.05),
RJG 1 WS, SMILE & BEV7 S b = RS2 L (P >0.05). 4lalkbEs: WA BHE ARG &b
Vi, ZRBEGFE (P > 0.05).

b) FHLX CVI FIIME 0~3 (s), WALEFENARSE 1 K EFHP<0.05), HAEBED A FEERATKFEEP>
0.05). AH[aILkE: WHEE ARG SBEV 52 T BTG5 = SU(P > 0.05).

¢) HEPEFHFULMIX CVIFHME 1~3 (s), PAEHEIURE 1 K ETHP <0.05), Bl TR, HELE:
PR BB ARG BV s, 2R TLG#5 L(P > 0.05).

3.5. fiZX CVV & CVI BYEL B
D) SALEBRITSARE 1R RF 1A RE 3 AR X KPP IEREF(CVV). EREREE DT
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Table 7. Comparison of preoperative and postoperative CVV in optic disc area

3= 7. MEX CVV RET. REHELE

izt il 1115 AHY WTE1R  WTRE1H WTE3A  FME  PfE
FS-LASIK 2] 37  0.171£0.068 0.158+0.067* 0.154+0.063 0.148£0.060° 6279 0.001
e SMLIE 4 51 0207+0.062 0218+£0.071 0212+£0.061  0.205+0.079 2.370 0.091
F{a 5229 12.829 15.210 11.147
P{a 0.025 0.001 <0.001 0.001
FS-LASIK 4 37 136+ 0.49 1.40 +0.50 1.34+0.53 130£0.50  2.857 0.058
e SMLIE 4 51 1.46+£0.29 1.52+0.29° 1.48+0.26 1.45+£038  3.518 0.020
F1{H 1.162 1.505 1.947 2.154
P14 0.285 0.224 0.168 0.147

E: s=sum/ PIIE; SARFILES, P <0.05.

a) SRR, © MAEX CVV FHIME 1~3 (s), FS-LASIK ZHARJG 1 RAARJG 3 H ¥ P <0.05).
SMILE A J& & B i)7 f b 2 R BTG2235 (P > 0.05). ALIAIELE: FS-LASIK 4R J5 & Bt S 51K
T SMILE 4(P < 0.05).

b) MAELFFX CVV “FHIHE 3~6(s), SMILE HAARJ5 1 K EFHP<0.05), RJ5 1 BEKERFT/KF; FS-
LASIK A5 & VT SR LG (P > 0.05). HiE L. ARG &M 52 R B LG
(P > 0.05).

2) AHIBARTEARE 1 K. K51 H. KRG 3 ARRAE X KHIAEEHCVD. 2R ERGER AT

Vi,

Table 8. Comparison of optic disc CVI before and after operation

8. MAX CVI AR, RiGaItLi

izt 415 1115 AHY WTRE1R  WTE1H WTE3A FME  PfE
FS-LASIK 41 37  0227+0.063 0217+0.063* 0219+0.064 0210+0.058 4.747  0.005
= e SMLIE 4 51 0224+0028 0234+0.034* 02200035 0218+0.037 6.035 0.001
F{H 0.075 2.005 0.004 0.522
P{E 0.785 0.161 0.952 0.473
FS-LASIK 2 37  0467+0.078 0.479+0.081  0463+0.092 0465+0.093 2.154 0.131
e SMLIE 4 51 0404+0.050 0.421+0.048 0406+0.057 0409+0.046 4930 0.004
F{a 16.509 13316 10.076 10.580
P{a <0.001 0.001 0.002 0.002
e s=sum/ FIME; 5ARATHLES *P<0.05,

a) SARATEE, WA X CVI FHIMH 1~3 (s), FS-LASIK AARJ5 1 KAIAJE 3 H %P <0.05), K51
HAEWE; SMILE ARG 1 K EFHP<0.05), KRJE 1 H FBEEARFAKF. Abbis: ARG S
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FELG R X (P > 0.05).

b) M5 X CVI *FHI1H 3~6 (s), SMILE A ARJ5 1 K ETFHP < 0.05), K51 H. 3 AKERATKF
(P>0.05); FS-LASIK A J5 & Ffi Vi s 22 F 8BS0 #5 L(P>0.05). IS ARG &BEV R ZE R
BTG (P > 0.05).

4. WHig

1) BRI BURM:, ABFAERE TP RS, R T IR, MERR . —RIE R, W
HEEE RS BREE. B, SAORE. Rk, ZRWIES =, 1M FS-LASIK 4 6% i [k
T SMILE A, HZERASIHEE L FARETIMHE —MCRDEOCRS, F—fERG8E, 3
2 L BA [ A7 T 5 T 0k PR JE 35 JS R L 308 1) 2, R0 b ) 2 s It AN [R] 87 Hs IF T8] of B JEG s 07 2 114
B

2) IR — MR Z R 2R N B 2, R B B AR BN M AN T8 A4S 2 s (HORE IR 4
Sl A2 K 2 S ARIE PRI 9 2 B Rk 28 B 8 45 HR A ) AR K R AR R Je R R AR . ks I £ 22T
REAZ A A 2 AL FEL S (AR SRS 9% o At Dl e B A 0 MRS A T R 05 A0t 1A 1 fik % B It 3t o 1 IR e [ 13],
BEAk,  — e 5T R W B2 BB 5 AN ThEE: it ik B B 1R A R AL B A B, LS
R LA AR DS B 3 DA% AR B A TR T B 2R K R R [ 14] . TEBII AR R, S5IERIRALL, T
PRSI B K2 e, I AN B IS B I ik 8 LA S 15] 0 ISR AE KL T OCT R Ak W T i 9
AR T R AR A, Rk S R R A S I A R A DR [16] [17]o Ik 48 MEE b R B2 I 5 AR, ik 266 g )2
5 T R ) ik 4 FBE 11 I 97 8 AR ok Pk 2% BB R K R U PR k8 R ke . R TR I, ik 4 B 4 o
JE /N Z JBAFAE 53 /KU X35k, I FLBGH IS S BE, B> 2546 2H 23 P LA I SC4%, TR BRI ER
ANE L N ECKIE 5 T2 B4R 4 18]

3) Ah CEFERVABECTAR, BT TROGM ST AT ) e et s, Sk
N JE A IE f i i TR 2 —[19]. SMILE 5 FS-LASIK & H i e s WA M IR R oA . BEAE:
AR R FARIEAR G L MR MY )15 WL i e YRS R A =557 T B
R 22 A S A RPE[20] [21]6

4) AR 6T A S M HR RS 25 4 1) S B R DR R AR A R IR S BOAE R, RIS A A B D AT
FARITRIE W KB TIRBAER - a) EShPsIed, 78 %R RIG R FE R B, 30 #DAT 1 734
P14 7 TR 5 %o R Ao 428 AT I S 200 A ) B2 e R A, (B 3 0 10 97 S R 55| DI 5 S50R 4o 20 2T 44 R 400 IO e 4
KA EARN[22]; H—TitTH, 20 B2 45 BRI S HAEAR G 14 KRB 55 REALAH HL A B3 22
S, AR, 3 B UEIRGIHAEAR S 14 RIS RS B 2 25 A0 0 I8 ) BE AR 4K [ 23] 3% 3R BRI ] 1) 7
WS 5| FT R 0T A0 ) JEE 5 R RN 28 RV E 30 56 XU o b) TESIE A, FS-LASIK/SMILE A Hp 471 IR
g1, SHIIRAET S, PTRESECE AL LG, BOGESZ 2RI E T4 (7] -

5) WEFCHUR PR, HR S F 5 (1) T vt o 75 2 o 2 48 R A A5 ) 502 A0 A AR JE = A S i 4T g gk —
HRVE,  CAF @ R TR VisuMax KPR RR), TSR IOP Fhm OB FEK, (HHFR
SR . R T, Zivkovie 55 [24]iz FI AU, OCT MEEHR = T M) LASIK T AR5 AL E
FEI AL 04 st o 22 21 441 J2 (RNFL) JB 5 R B B A 22 15 At - 9 MOIRZ(GC-IPL) R EE I AR AL, BEVIMLEE 6 I H
FRATGEZER LG = L. R A SMILE Ml FS-LASIK T A Ji 400 W 5 J5 B il 2 47 4 12 )5
FEARE, HEARE 6 NH, 2 MR ERE KA S L4825 22 7RG L [25]. ML H fUk
W 55 St HIR JE OB I R J2 o Ao 42 £ 4 2 JEE S ¥ TE R . B OCTA FIHIE, AW F0IE A i I A B 5 AT
SMILE 5 FS-LASIK A, ARAT A5 1 Z 09BN BT 55 R AW 55 400 DX o 28 214 2 B P
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Kt %

ZERIGH R, P TARAR AR G0 B MR SR S h T 82 S [26] o

6) RN ARG Area RJ5 % BETT i TRAFFTH T, (HPTAIRDXS L7 R TE R 3 XM EMER)
FHERTTORI L, ARG BT R DR AL O VT34 G SR A I A R BRSO, (HZELTRD S BT 3
A PR R I TR EETE 22 57 o AR TR E AT ST, WA TR o [U1 T I DX A B 4 R A
[Al. PIHASE CVIL CVV SRR RAE, AW TE A BUANR] (69 G IS T 0] Fik 2% K oo I8 AN A )
SN, Ik 2 o K R 8 ik 2 AR A . RS AT 5 B AR e il A LA OG5 XIS BRAR LA e 2 A
[, A B 3 SR AR S5 5 & B ARRTKF . 7EBEA0E 7 R B oG MR Bk 4 IS 2 (SFCT)
X K48 BEAR AL REAT PRAL, SRTT SFCT 23| 2 MA R KRN, JF HARRMER([27]. 1 CVI ZAFF R
SN SFCT /N, MR I SN AR S 1%, i CVI T DA 0 ik 288 FEE oL 65 5 58 i 1) 538, S e s TR 2
B AR AR A e B LA BRATLA) AT S K 4 R 8 R AR A AT L A B SE AT S VA R B[ 28] P
HARJGHPEX 1 CT RJFIHE, MM FA kX FS-LASIK HARJG &BV; s T SMILE 4, AWt R
B 1809 SMILE 5 T (] L FS-LASIK <, 390 17 AR 6 2 22 if 8 0 2 i ot g XUz, SR — R Bk
MR A AT BE R AR ML, AT 51 RS ik 2% 5 S SR JEE T FS-LASIK

7) ACESRL, T AR IR IR A R A3, SRR BB AHOG, I ok,
ik £ 5% 5 58 TR A ok 46 I A HE VR ABRAIR 291 AT FEBR T, HREVE I IO BRI AS 2 S BUBK S AT LR Sk L it
E YD, (EAILR R L AR R E IR (OPP) AR Ak I B i i), H AT R LG 24 B B f S Bt 5 AL
HIATIR[30] AL BREE BREBATEA 10 H B 5 A DUKH T OPP, i&5 TOP HZACF# VIR K. AR5
$e i, PLBERAIER (1 B B SRS AL BE A AR A = A 5 SR I AR AR AR I AT, AT PRALE AL A
PRI AAF A INBE[3 1] AHE TR B PR T ARy 3 I I T 0ok HR T P M 25 £ RT3 32 VTR A

gi BRIk, ST R AL, SMILE Al FS-LASIK fA A AN [ 1 £ IR 5| AT S S50 SR L A
TR, FREERF R AR 72 H TR, AR A & T BRI K A

&5k
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