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Abstract

Through optical coherence tomography OCT technology was used to measure the shortest distance
from the Bruch membrane opening (BMO) to the inner limiting membrane, namely the Bruch mem-
brane opening-minimal rim width (BMO-MRW). To explore the application value of the OCT
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measurement index BMO-MRW in the early diagnosis and follow-up evaluation of optic neuropathy
in glaucoma patients. This study included a cross-sectional study, collecting 75 glaucoma subjects
and 15 healthy controls who visited the Affiliated Hospital of Qingdao University from January 2018
to January 2025. The differences in BMO-MRW and pRNFL values by OCT technology were used, and
statistical analysis was applied to compare the diagnostic efficacy of the two.
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1. 51§

FOGIRZ — A DAL A 22 5T A B (RGCs)IEAT PEAR M R AE RN I A8 o IR Leph 5 A i 2K g T o
PR R TT, HAMARA TR, o 2e HARER G BETE B TR [ 1] T GRS At
7000 JIN, HhZ) 10% XK, SO S EA TR IR R A . KRR GHIE IR T R S
B CIREE AR ZR 4005, A0 T L 2 S B P T A UG R ] A R b v, 2 AT A
JikE& P L S AR e ) G R RN Tl e 3 AN P FRIE5 [ 2] . R T RS Ty S DR AR 29 22 12 W A iR
PEAIR AR B EAR T 3 48 I i AR R RS JE AL 22 41 4 )22 )2 B2 (RNFL) AR A S ML P40 £ S A S 4B b o

TSRk, VP2 E RN IRE M B, X T IR A SRR . AR AT H ARk 2 R BT 45
2w, ATLASE R os s IR IR A 45 407 . MRS N HR LS00 B2 UM B sl g 45 1,
Sk (ONH) A IR X A A Ay T O IR A 8 S SR 4475 1) 1 BEEBAL [ 1]-[4] 0 LERRPRZE Tk A H S5 2 2H 230
B TR A P 1) ) s 2 A 2 s P AR b A LT, 400 Do e 22 1 440 i SR (RGEC) it SR 3 i i A LR
TR EIE 28 Y, IRER S AR AR RGC Bl RAR ML 1 45 I D e LI SCRE, TR E LI 5 IR A 1
HE PSR 3[5]0 HR ST 51 AR AL RS 7T e 2 BURAR AL BR AL T I F 8% I 28 i AR AR 2 il o . AE DGR,
HIRMH . Z RGBT )2 R B A D Re e R S5 R 2 — (6] DRIH@ I AR S5 755 0 H 2 A 28 28 tH 50
RLFAR SR RV, T DA R R G IR VTS 520 35 DG IR TS IR A AR E, X T HOGIREFH 1 &R
B2 WrRIE U 35 A B I R 7]

Horp e R J5UR P T A B 5 Y6 AR (primary open-angle glaucoma, POAG), POAG 1E 4 & % i Lhist
() — M IR R [R],  PRIL 5 M Bk 2 o A R s W AR I R A 2 B R — @ MR, 8w 72 PR B IR I A
FET JGIRARFAE A5 0 (WL AR RNFL TS 38 A () ML ETF H I DG IR 45 40, 7 HE B HAth IR JEGm 22 51 2 1Y)
AR JECANRL T 453 T I AR AT A REAF A2 (9] AR MAE RS R K B NS R GRS 5
BN EZHA - E R HEBNE: 30%~50% 3 FEALAN 275 4 5 G A4 (RGCs) Z5 2% R A= A2 W0 B o 285 v ) 380 16
ZHI[1] [10] [11]'280R2, FHHFCIRAE R B Z R RO,  FIAET SO 12 I B0 35 O IR A sk
%, IBHEG A2 W 5] POAG 12 W Ao w2+ MK R .

Rlth, BEEITEAE OCT R KB EB A =, &R Z KERINH OCT B HE R EE IR &
THET ONH () RARY . Forb i 20 B8 AN &4 ONH. AL 32 IS XA iy R 38 . £ OCT I
DLHT, 38530 SE I PRI A28 T A1 AR HEAR SR PR 73 #F1K) ONH A1 FH(DM) H S A HERf 1), o2
(T IR R X MG R B E 1A 55 LS R 22 SRR [12]. 7 OCT Il Z /i, AfTTR
AR IR 3043 P S SCAARAR[13]-[15], 24 SD-OCT HBLE, ##A1SCK A & S BMO “FTHi BAF
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R4S LM [16] [17], AT RS ¥4 P ) 25 P 10~ TR B 7R ML Sk AL A S S5 M R R o BAAE ettt
80 4EAX, AT A BL, Bruch BEJF 158 % (BMO) & s M 2 5 IS K IR B, MUITHT ) B T BMO 1E A&
W HAETE N AT BEE[18] [19]. FEMIEE OCT AL AL L5 HIT, Alexandre S C 3% iE K AR B 7 |-
I S K R PTHR AL 2 f) DM 5 OCT L F-3h4r#1H 1 Bruch A HEAT IR A7, KB BR AP 248 K H8 43 X3
BMO )7 DM 2 N, RIUIEAL M4 5 IR A BIE i e/ N I AN 24 & BMO.

H 25 B h 2 50 9% 28 H N R B (R BE LA 1°F- 4%, pRNFL [ & 32 L T IR A 7L Sk JA) el X 3k
RNFL JEEEME @A 1), AT BMO-MRW 3 B T-H#i S P Ul &, pRNFL &%) 10P 7 &
R I EIAAEE— B AR ZRe T, BT DU AR IR N8 15 AR 42 52 IR B S o BUER ) ONHL A AR 2
ST b g A B S (BMO) B A 4 214 25 3 SR TLM 2 [8] ) )& £ A8 A ——BMO-MRW [20] [21].

T HAEFCIREF AT, BT8R W RUONARE & ISNT 3, BIS SRR EARM £ > T >
5> BRI, MIRERR OSBRI AR [22]-[25], FIRERLEE AR IR LR 4E R )R RNFLT tKBURMIZAE
[26][27] 4K HR R A8 1 AR 5 SR SO A AR AR B AR R LI, 5 5 F B LA 22 il % 2 R RS 4
P RE R AL, 25 T P22 BBE B, RNFL 2332 3l 5% 2 th a8 (4 U Th £ 5 v 1 - 80000 22 v J52
P, NhnaE BT H02 U & ) BMO-MRW H#ERf[28]. FTLLAATF 4 ISNT B 7 f# ] BMO-MRW K5
U AR BV 5 R TS 0L

—>ILM
RNFL
BMO-MRW
O O O O .
AXZE AR
O O o O
| ST

Figure 1. OCT measurements at optic disc
1. #FLKAL OCT MEE

P& %3 RIS IR R B EH AT /NREVIBRAR — B 2 f5, 24 IOP “FFakh N5, BMO-MRW f5 1
W [29]. Rk, TEHHE ONH AbBAPESZ R RS, W& Bruch METF 131 P S B/ BE 25
(BMO-MRW) 2 N E WA A2 M B Fe bR [ 12] [30]-[32] .

A BIEITHE BMO-MRW HFEALH: BMO-MRW {FA— NS HE i 5 A vk 4 28 A B i R ek
ffabs, RBEMMEAE BTG /T, 7] DUE B3R IR X IR ES i . @it OCT 487 (i B LAk
HFIAS, $8FF BMO-MRW J2REHRE A B UARBLIAZ N — NS5, ek, BOKERZ 1) B O65ES] Bruch BT
FI(BMOYHR AR b, YRR T CHR B M IR A . I2WiAITUE R E = rT R BRI, K
FHZE S (ONH) ML M 510 21 )5 FE B4 A Bruch I I - /M98 5 (Bruch’s membrane opening-minimal
rim width, BMO-MRW), A Jy PP fiti 57 375 ' IR 5 2 S 400 o JEE 02 095 1) 7 Y6 AR PR BB A B o

2. ARMREF*®
2.1. SR

HEIURIZ T35 5 KM B EERE 2018 4F 01 H & 2025 4F 01 H (shi2 B3 &6 B 75 51(100 BR)H:
A2 N POAG R E A 5 22 41135 IR), POAG IEH MRIERI(NTG #9)25 4130 HE), =R EAE 10
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FI(15 HR), IR FTHA 20 5120 BR). fdEExtE 15 4130 R).
A RET HRFMBEC LR R itEd, BHEHMEHEEMERETD.

2.2. PN

2.2.1. BRREPNIRE

WA R T 1 T £ 7R 35 6 IR A2 Wi )T 6 X 35 R(2014 4F) [29] % L IRTE 762020 4F) [10] %% [
PR IR HE [ 1] FI2 B bR AN -

1) POAG IR R HBURHME R RIS BN 24 h IR EBE BT 21 mmHg), HRJEFEAEECIRE:
AEMERI (AL AT RNFL T2 25038 ) A (SO MLt B0 D' IR 453 0 Gn S AU o 5 5 TS e, P AT, JFHE
Bk 5| A PR T v ) A R 3% [20] [10] 6

2) POAG IEHREMNTG): KREVHITIIREL K 24 h IREEE AR ERE FRIERE < 21
mmHg), AR JEA7AE T YRR B 15 (WAL AT RNFL 25 25048 R (B A0 ET H BH 75 56 IR 1 453495 4 A e 456
SIEHE R, AT FEHRRR F A IR R A2 51k ) IR AL B 5 w2 o NTG [10] [20].

3) miRAEAE: R 2 & 21 mmHg, H AR AT IR PR ) A 2 21 2 2 B 45 A (550 AL BT )
P, BANTEMA, JRHERR T gk R T IR B R A A AR AR R 3 S B R =R R 10].

4) WGERATH: a2 A RS LR Wb, — RIREMERIERR2, 5 HIRTL®RE
BT AR PR BT At . IR 28 5O B 5 B 5101

5) i A S EE B/ R A R Vi

6) JHEGEEHTEL6.00D 2 8], HUEEEAEE3.00D Z [H],

7) RElEIRL. FLAREE, fKMIELT.

8) OCT BT/ =6 45

2.2.2. RERITRAMHNTE
1) FEFESFEZIAE (=16 %) B & EHILEEET] .
2) lRHE <21 mmHg.
3)BCVA >0.5.
4) ZBRAT IG5 A IR, 90D 1 B A R Be W SR HR AL 1%, B IR & s .
5) MiEF R A4S ROEH .
6) o IR L .
7) T HAMBR A B S 4 B RGBT
2.3. HERRARAE

BELRAHBR R
1) BEAE AR P BRAR R 5 AR s (3 P e 7 LA R T R B M) WIS 3 . LA A 20 1 7
2) BCVA < 0.1, FRETAS 7 i 2445 TR W5 B BT A 5 45 AR BH M e i iy AR A
3) BHEAEGRGMELR, PRI IR SR 10 5, w1 S W PRI A R DX S5 A R
4) JESE: >+6.00D, HUELEH>+3.00D.

2.4. AGZE

2.4.1. RG2S
BT VERE 28 55 A5 B R o oM I 28 2430 5 0T 7ot R 2R AlE B, B 30 R I 4EES |
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PREE . PERISE . [N A AE & A SR 2H b S B iR S HERR AR P I A, il R eiE TR A
MR &R, AR ZIL A ol FARSE: BRALR B2 Wrid S2ma e ' 8] BT A5 « AL BT . 5
TR SE W] BERZMAT TN 570 IR R R AN AL A 22 15 G5 R A0 s DA A MR I AT R 7 2 45

2.4.2. FRERRBHT(Y

25 #H L E R AR EHSIARE: 1. B RE PG . #EAR AL 77 (uncorrected visual acuity,
UCVA)IIZE; 2. BRATTT S ARJRE5 M 730 RBAT it st SRR A 3. Meh & DhRetaill: Axik
E BB A 4. ZEESHBREVEE: AW =% (optical coherence tomography, OCT)K . '
220 T2 3149 11 B A% (optical coherence tomography angiography, OCTA)G . LA LA #6 £ t8 i [H] —
P8 = B = 52 B o

(1) A& KAy, WRIREE AR, el daaiR, FeaiiR. 2iENHTE
FHZSIE 55 BB A A DCHR , DA 1R BIARER, SRRz .. 7RI /N TG, 3053 R ool FH e N oy F A
HI%F #5040 1 (the logarithm of the minimum angle of resolution, logMAR), #55¢ & /& logMAR =1g(1//N 1)

(2) JEOCERIIE . W AR B R OGR4 G BARROGINEE R, B S ROk
(spherical equivalent, SE) = ERETE + 1/2 #:48: 5 (SE = DS + 1/2DC)s

(3) ZRLBEUAT AU I G TR 59 ARG s I FH IR R SR AT S e L S i1 LS i s kA VP IS L
K FH 5277 FERE R i HR 10(0.5%) SE it 78 73 e (L B4 > 6 mm), IR sk HR IR .

(4) MEFR L. FRSOEF IS T OCULUS MLEF i SPARK quick PRI ] {ELAS AR BT 4%

(5) AR HABIRE EAREA R cular 5 M4 AR WA AT s e, il bR
By S 4 MR AL

(6) PRP 7 %&: %X PRP WAL S 514 nm G806, 40 3 IKiF#EAT, &FRIAIRE 1 4.

(7) OCT P& fEHIEPFEEST YG-100K PRO R =i# {940 OCT RGT(HF 2 H43F 5 nm, $fiE R
100,000 A-scans/s)%} 52 i # HEAT AR

1) pRNFL. AL THARFKI & DI O A B A, #E4T 12 x 12 mm OCTA. JEHI B B i 5 6 IR
AT AL R 5 B T7(SN) SII(NU + NLEUAME) & FJ7(IN) SR J7(IT) #ifll(TU + TL H3%)
{E) R 77 (ST) ) pRNFL J&J {8 S Ak T AR (2] 2).

2) BMO-MRW fill & A7 DAARE A0/ 18 421F) B 94, FFERME M BB E 372 %] ILM,
—hras - E WIRFHE T30 I BMO &, T3l & BMO | ILM /) 2 BMO-MRW (W14] 3).
W45 18 217 L1 36 A~ BMO-MRW, 47 J X (1R 3 (An ] 4), SRAFEEARIGE S & B J7(SN) S AI(N)
SFJ7(IN) B AT) S5 (T)FIREJ7 (ST)Z/S A X (54

2.4.3. FEMFEE

2= [ Bl H I 58 h 2R A HA M B A ], KR-8900

AT B H4 TOPCON, SL-2G %

AR Ak R e 11 HAJe s A=, CT80

TG AT T =44 o &3 YG-100K PRO #3451 OCT V&
4 S T 4 OCULUS 56920 %!

cular 5 fi%i %[ BELLEVUE.WA /A ]

2.5. GHHERE
iz SPSS 30.0 (SPSS Inc., Chicago, USA) K AFHEAT Guit 0 #r. XHELLME TR TR (X + SD )T
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PAOCTA 20245015078 15:11:05 HGHR(OD) E BRIy
ID: 20240107150828 Wl & KE: 600mm  ER: 3.00mm
4 %CuiYuxiang HAEEE: 1941-09-30(83%) = 6.00mm

MR EE

N
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Figure 2. Schematic diagram of pPRNFL measurement
[& 2. pRNFL 2 REE

Figure 3. Manual segmentation schematic diagram of BMO-MRW
3. Fh5E BMO-MRW ;RE[E

1812ABIARBX DT

Figure 4. Diagram of sector division

E 4. BEXIDTEE
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giiteegiRs X RIES O MKTHEEGEAT (AT, X AR RN SER A 2 AR, X2 A HE
PSR T 2200 B, X2 W RE 1 BRI 3210 AL i 26 (ROC I £R).

3. &R
3.1. B¢ARSCIGH

ARSI A B RN 92 f1l(130 R rR AL F5 2 A POAG 2 22 135 FR), 5 10 (16 AR),
4 12 (19 BR); NTG 3 25 5130 BR), A5 14 5118 HR), % 11 Hl(12 HR); =HREAE 10 6115 HR),
H 5 7 5110 BR), 23 BI(5 BR); IGPRATHI 20 6120 HR), A5 9 419 HR), 2 11 BI(11 HR). F%hruEan
AR 15 4130 BR)FH A1 55 8 (16 BR), 2 7 #il(14 HR).

3.1.1. BEXARAME R R ERFE

X2 5 LIRS SBR 2 PR AR IR A AT R AT > BIRRTRIES, ZERTEHIFE (P =278 <
Zoos =384, P>0.05). XL H I &SI MIFR, . S2kEIE SE (Spherical equivalent, Diopter)
JR BT B 347K FH ANOVA BRI Z 08T, ZRIEGIHFE (P > 0.05). XA 5L %58
9201 BCVA (logMAR)AH [E] 53 #1K Fl ANOVA BIKZT7 25081, ZRA S 2= (P < 0.05) (W 1).

Table 1. Basic characteristics of the glaucoma trial group and healthy controls

& 1. FAMRIXIGA MR R AR ARFHE

pupiicF| POAG BERE NTG R R R I PR AT HE RIS G R
FEARZER) 30 35 30 15 20
(5 /7o) 8/7 10/12 14/11 7/3 9/11 P<0.05

F(X + SD) 53.87+16.48 60.23+7.33 61.84+7.87 56901142 62.55+6.94 P=0.07

BCVA (logMAR)  0.04 +0.05 0.22 + 0.07 0.18+0.08 0.04 + 0.06 0.11+0.09 P <0.01
SE (Diopter) 0.94 + 0.70 1.11+0.61 1.13+0.54 0.92 +0.62 1.15+0.64 P=0.58
A AR 2.16 +0.25 2.01+0.19 2.01 £0.18 2.19+0.32 2.06+0.21 P=0.11

e T x FE 2K, PANOVA B ZE T EZ4HT.

3.1.2. EXREIAFREXTER OCT $EHF

(1) WA RITE GHR B R i Bt BB 1Y) pRNFL 4T 42 i B &N (X M BEAS ¢ 1656, 7F POAG &
AR 323 & AT NTG (1E % BR 525 6 R) A2 3% . pRNFL o8& P EE IS & SN RIRME, B0 5N T-xt
MR, HZESAGU R L &R A5 B P A B 6 IR IE PR AT HA ) pRNFL B 7E & SR -5 0 i 20
TR Z R 2).

(2) KA IR BB e fd B I ) BMO-MRW 474 J& Je &A™ B XS REA t K556, 72 POAG
A NTG 4, BMO-MRW it & FIMEIL 2 &N RIRME, WEHE/NTXRA, ZRAESRITEE L.
E IR EAEZ R T, BMO-MRW 7E°F%). IT. SN. ST. N. TZZR[RPS/NFRBAH, ZREGHKITHE
Yo EIRKRATIZRE R, %% BMO-MRW 5 xR4T 481t 2 F(n# 3).

(3) M 2NN AR FEX HEZH A5 IR 8235 (POAG 41 + NTG 41)f) BMO-MRW & pRNFL &/ [X 45
(B AT SRR DM A e B B (] 5), 19 BI7E &N X # [1) Pearson X R % r & P fH, K
PIE S X — R B E IEA RN 4). 26 A M IR S (POAG 4 + NTG 4)4& i K &
A X ROC 2k (an & 6)FF 1T 52k F AN AUC (e 5)FF4il#5 X ik AUC R E (il 7). B ROC
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Table 2. Comparison of pRNFL in the glaucoma experimental group
2 2. ENARSCLE4A OCT pRNFL EbEs

2 51 payitt POAG #iRE NTG e IR R I R 1T 34
X pPRNFL PRNFL P fE PRNFL P1H pRNFL P 1H pRNFL P 1H
G 109.46 + 18.61 78.43+3.72 <0.001 9829+6.30 0.001 107.13+3.21 0.236 113.74+3.08 0.345
IN 13747+6.03 84.06+8.65 <0.001 99.20+7.05 <0.001 134.07+6.07 0.321 140.90+9.25 0.059
IT 131.93£6.78 10029 +5.93 <0.001 116.47+8.73 <0.001 129.07+9.25 0.477 132.25+6.09 0.434
SN 12493+11.62 73.71+£870 <0.001 94.8+12.88 <0.001 116.80+5.39 028 123.20+7.78 0.281
ST  117.53+13.75 89.29+5.31 <0.001 123.63+12.75 0.04 110.13+16.41 0.055 119.25+6.70 0.304
N 85.93+6.19 588+587 <0.001 70.03+13.16 <0.001 83.83+7.47 0.184 85.05+10.98 0.359
T 81.33+4.94 64.54+9.17 <0.001 75.6+1030 0.004 80.00+438 0431 81.80+5.89 0.381
VE: AR5, B a-0.05, 4 P<0.05 WA NZERBEFSGHE X
Table 3. Comparison of BMO-MRW in the glaucoma experimental group
52 3. ENARSEIEZH OCT BMO-MRWL L]
51 pagicl POAG =HRE NTG e R AE I RT3
BIX BMO-MRW BMO-MRW Pf§i BMO-MRW P{i BMO-MRW Pf{i BMO-MRW P
G 339.38+58.92 25823 +19.08 <0.001 294.12+31.17 0.008 305.18£54.76 0.034 327.53+45.97 0.121
IN  403.83+75.78 328.87+50.06 <0.001 338.60 +38.91 <0.001 378.37 +78.26 0.149 398.08 £ 64.58 0.391
IT  379.11+70.19 276.24 +38.85 <0.001 333.82+60.95 0.005 351.48+7022 0.11 371.11+61.95 0.341
SN 363.86+70.95 252.52+43.67 <0.001 314.16+67.36 0.004 33329+62.17 0.08 342.98+60.46 0.143
ST  338.03+£53.26 270.77£49.77 <0.001 311.89+7824 0.068 304.41+58.40 0.03 313.96+48.10 0.055
N 302.89+54.20 200.79 +45.61 <0.001 233.45+36.79 <0.001 249.93 £35.73 0.003 290.38 +35.84 0.097
T  248.55+48.63 169.02+32.02 <0.001 232.81+41.14 0.091 213.59+35.59 0.009 228.68 = 38.66 0.066
et B a-0.05, % P<0.05BHAANERBEASFEY
Table 4. Correlation of pPRNFL and BMO-MRW in healthy controls and glaucoma patients
F 4. BRMBRENREZA pRNFL, BMO-MRW 1HX 14
G IN IT SN ST N T
r 0.610 0.356 0.286 0.570 0.341 0.595 0.477
P1H <0.001 <0.001 0.005 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
et B a-0.05, X P<0.05HiINAERAESITEE N
Table 5. Comparison of AUC in each region of pPRNFL and BMO-MRW
%2 5. pRNFL, BMO-MRW & [Xig; AUC Eb%;
ST
RNFL BMO-MRW
FiIX , P
G 0.858 0.848
IN 0.899 0.765
IT 0.693 0.794
SN 0.903 0.812
ST 0.601 0.721
N 0.922 0.888
T 0.802 0.770
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Figure S. Scatter plots of BMO-MRW and pRNFL
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Figure 6. The ROC curves of BMO-MRW and pRNFL
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