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Abstract

The modern process of Intraocular Lens (IOL) implantation, which is a critical step in cataract
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surgery, relies on a surgical instrument called IOL delivery device. Spanning over forty years, the
continuous evolution of IOL delivery devices has had a significant influence on surgical safety and
the quality of postoperative visual recovery. This review retrospectively analyzes the development
history of IOL delivery devices, categorizing them into four stages: Early Prototypes, Manual Non-
preloaded Devices, Manual Preloaded Systems, and Automated Delivery Systems. Throughout this
process, the focus of the design has shifted from minimizing surgical trauma of incisions to improv-
ing efficiency and quality of incision recovery, and finally aiming to eliminate the human factor and
achieve standardization by implanting the IOL automatically. Although there are some challenges
that automated systems are facing, such as the high costs, limited compatibility and ecological sus-
tainability issues, their future application prospects remain broad if these obstacles are overcome.
Looking forward, if real-time feedback of injection resistant force could be achieved by integrating
micro-sensors into delivery system, combined with the analysis of large-scale clinical data to estab-
lish optimal resistance curve models for guiding the power and rate of next-generation automated
systems, surgical safety is expected to be further reinforced.
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TN B T J B T SR AR R AE AN AT IR L, AR VR YT A B AT K I RE IR SRR F B . 124
ik, ENBEFARCAAESE I, MR B A B R B 5 R i A A BEREBRECS IOL FEN, F
AR5 H 2R B R, IR A BT AR SR S O A B AR T R E AR R

1949 4, Ridley 5EH T HBIFELS N IOL RN, UL BEEF AR A S T B W B AT 100 FA P A
IR B 1oL ARPEREL PMMA iR, HAE A2 6.5~8.0 mm (K Y HI[1], MRV FAEEA 5
FEEK AR JG BOG[2] BRI SE— RPN AT, 5oma 53 A G LR 2 e S BRAERE, PR HR R A ¢
MR 5 TR BIMA R AT 155, 20 2D 50 4EAX, P47 BR G Fi S 001132 B 40 26 0 b gl 4
HoR, AHEEBREE IOL St Rl LAl ; 80 4E4%, Mazzocco, T. 9 VA% FH &% K SCHERER IOL HT8Jf
NI OEAIRN; 1984 4F Bartell, MTAEH 1752 B —A IOL SEARE#HITHEAT AR, X2
FLE FRRESE (8. SER. SEARMELL[3], HAEMGREG RS NAMEA TR, SEFHLLEERES
XF 1OL & et i, 56 Bk S FUAR J5 18 J0 75 E— 04 KU DRI ] S8 ORI A, AR KFR BED DN T F
AOIORR . X — BRI A0H, G4 IOL A E S5 R BB E 15, HAEHL SR ABIR
1P BT AR AN AT Bl R (1 T AR 2
2. BEHIOL BAESE

TENBUAR TOL AN ZE B i )58, Bartell (1951 100 #6255 i BRI TR I = A0 2 Al 2538
A (Load Chamber), i A% (Insertion Cone) F1#EVE: 2§ (Injector).

AL IOL PSR g, HIKHMANA — RS0, 2 oL BENME, T2y
HE R D ERAE . RERMRA T “BBE WARETE, TR KB S A MO, BRAEEKE IOL PN
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of the early “living-hinge” load chamber

E 1l 28 “gEl” XBeTEE

FENHERE — A FRAE R SO il I 1 6 HE T2 338, F A1 100 2E IR Y« e R AT 17 SRV R
FIAE NOL S I 32 s AR A B ASB/ND) 1D 95K, T AE i 3 28 Skl 1L I I RO IR . BT R
BRI AR I T REFE AR N LR T RN B B AR B, (HR A B & N B RO ME B T 5 1 0 B
JIT i) B2 A

HEVE A% R I 28 SUHERE B, FEAE G B A HES] 100 ik, i 28k ik BAT 55 BUA RIS 2 Sk W)
EAFRFETE——RT3 8 “L7 TBEK . IR 208 TR IRAE 10L: i B (R PRI AT 3 2 1k
BRI SR B N BE L [F[1], SR ABLFE AL A5 18, SXAPTEAR I Bt H A AR SE IR BEL D RO 7T RE

FH 100 A B M TR 7N LR SRR, IF Bffe st 7 ICIE T A%
BEIRE.

3. EMER IOLEEAEE

A0 A N2 B — A B (v AL A2 BT P B = KR R A o — R R S B — A
P S N3k (Cartridge) A AT 25 5348 AO4HEVE 2% (Injector) o 3X A THISL T LG 30 T4F 100 RS B 1 dE A
YL REER o

BEE ARSI SL, TOL RN 25 B 1 o R 2 SO /R I PRSI B (1048 5 T % 1) %o 25 2B A (e ek
WEALEATF I RGVEHAR R TN S 0 T LA T 25 5 i 38 16 T 25 RO UG i 38 A5 B At 8 - S AT s 2 R 8UR
AP 100 55 VITIKE . CAREFAR )G FRIE R . XSStk (R 78, AU Bhses TR E T
AT ELE, WONES AT A B BT R B E T HR R
3.1. FEMERNSNLEERT
3.1.1. EARWSThEEML

PURHE T 20N SK BT vl UG TR R N B B R S0k . JLm s thid SRR R, 2544 1
AL S5 (Nozzle, HIIGANHEFIL TR N —. SRIZEE R “BEE7 &iAR, BURIETmZER
BHARL KAE P, PRS0, GRF4ERR 1oL 285 I B EEULE 2).
3.1.2. BALRSSEFAYIO

SNk AN A7 7 A B (A A, RIS B 1OL A N AR H X AR U 1 5k i B K 1 3
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W[5l BABTFLRYI6], A 1OL FIEFEd, B 1 IOL A5 (b4 BRI SN (g A A ot ) BEL ) 2 2%
TR IR ), RN BH 5 B R A R 2R A e S NSRS 1 R . W AR I T 2.4~2.8 mm, 6
S PEILSRIK I 1OL FmEIE B4R i /N T IA 1.8 mm [6] [7].
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Figure 2. Schematic diagram of the modern mainstream “butterfly” cartridge
B2 HAER “BX" SNLREE

T BRI /NGE, I N BE S 101 2 [RIRIAE ELAE R 3G OK,  BERERAE Tt BE K A LA e BEL
SERAEN, SIERENE R SASKIRE R, P AT R ORI K. R 101 itk sz 2 1) g5
P &N, H 2R R A BA[6]-[8]. 10OL Je2 X PR R4 S B HDRE A S AR 5 Ao i &, H 5
Ji RN 1PN B (T 1 A DR B s RREADE (Y S AR G SRR T AE R N, 16 5| S B P AR BT 15 45 A AE 1 T BE[9]
R AR ORI U 7 BERCE R F AR Y, B WY AR T e b & AR sk AR, S5
ARIEHEROERIE N, CAEISINA S MK VISR AIEZ R B EIR Py 5 590 RAE )
RAERS[10]

3.1.3. BALRSTERERE

SRR I T8 — R B SR XA S5 B G RS = AR I R . B TR XK R R
B, TN Sk AR S N A B SR T SR . SN S NIRER TG, HR N R T, R Y 3 R
A EE AR e SNk, BEFE 1OL IS S 1IOL AT SR 28 4, AT BRI Jx 1 9 0
FINMRRESNKE T . MEALNREN, B 100 AT KR, RFTEEAS A, R 0 AR o
AN, XM AT RS2 TS PR R 2 NG D5 [11]. W TR AR A [11]-[13]40 4 10%~40% (1) F AR 45
IR N AAEA B, (R ZHUE L N XSS B A AE T AT D5, E D /KB A R E R F — A AfE
SRR WAL TS, REAREE T 1OL 574, WA BRI RI0BE A, 51EIR A
#[11] [14].

3.1.4. BALRIGHESEIR

SN S I 2 3 T 25 Tt £ B IS P B 5 1O ) B0 5, AT Ko AR J R0 ot A B
LA W 5t (Nanavaty, M.AFll Kubrak-Kisza, M. [15]; Zhang, L.Z5[8])2 B . WS R 1 A FE AR R, s ek
KHESPAT, P PR R AR T bk /N o BT P AT R I 0 2y SR B/ ) 5K, DR ARO T AT ) 45
M EABTE 2%, R EA R TRAEH e MR A St maey 0 k. B—771m, WA
[ TR 2 A 3 SSORE N 0T ) 8 s AR (R R 2 4034, A R 7S TR R M 25 5 38 1OL BB 434 [16],
MARTCAETE, SRR 7SI BB S BT 3R 0 2, HE SIS 0L Mk %
FETTRRP[L7], XA TARIAEIR W T AAE— 4R LA b, AT RS 3 U0 I KORE K E[18] .
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3.2.1. BEARWSThEEML

R SRR CE BN e, AT RIS, IR 10 U I 38 55 K IR AE R 5 1) B
LA S ZE SRR . DUARAE TR s E 2R (0 AR AR ch &R, AT DU KB, T 2E Sk il
EM BRIt @ B S, B8R, R LAER[T]. N TIER M5 2R 2R 100 FiS, 5%k
TR BB “L” B N EIE S FE #Es) 1I0L ) “C” TE.

IOL it Mg R BT, 1 g 23 5 BUBTMESR U 5245 (1 F3 ANUIR T 1OL FIIEIE Py BE 2 B (1) BE 5%, 775 %8
SLAN1OL DA K 37 28 S RIS I Sy (1) R 535 o] S 8475 7= A [ 7] DU RIFFE7] [B]HAESE T LR AL A
AR IR Rt 1) 5 B S 2 77 A AN [ R PEE ) B 6 0 9% 2 Sk BT 3¢ Rl 11 B 5 1% 7t 2 K T A TG 2 3k o VG 28
e (i RSE SN I FE TR AT R0, 2498 2 Sk RO g I P 3 T8 0 I, N L 7 R 5 R 453 4 2 484
JE B RAE AR 2N 102435 FE S RF i /N, i8Sk R B e e X, ITiHE IOL R7EF Ak
M [16].

TN P B S B AR B 2 T S2 S5 U 95Kk ARG ASE K B 8 K F RRE KU 2 D) A1
JR[19]. DAk, HEVESSIENIRS) IOL M RIFRAE, Hdih (B S7E TR AT RESCILFHE . AT 1) 10L #iik,
AR CRAE R EAT DA f KT JEE s V) 1 95K

3.2.2. ESFIRIERHEE RS

FEETT AT 1OL AT R MU P42 ) 4 7 S 25 (R i, A The RN 2R B Ao P FR) 7 AR 2 &t e g
FEER) TR &S, T ahHETE S AT LAy 9 S R AR e B A SR

VES A 28R T R BV S 85 BB, SRV AR RIS P 5 — A i b B RS IR BR L SE B 10L
RS AR, T & AN IR R T BRI (83 IR IE o AR AR R NP BE MR B 4% ) TR I 22, AR5
i SNV TR 5 PR N\ A A DUBE G SR L IR A S AR S AR P S5 A (2 0 o MR e TR A 45 T Je o
VEAT A £ B B A S35 28 Sk A Bk, A8 AR T RO T P DL RGH BE Fs ], AR R T 3 s it B A,
SEMRER, 75 B T S A (R MR TV A 23 0 8 HOE & R 2 R B v [19]

33 EFMENEANRENRRYE

FERE S 1IOL N B RIEBOVEBL: BEH E R AR ENGERHN, ST HAT
siry DR A MR G A B IR, FRRE N TR g S & 200 2 X 07, I s mom B4 N Ttk
AN TNk, U EIRIEE BT RAE T, (AR 58 el S iR — DR #A A R LA
L Qe frl ek, BT 100, @Ak, HEESS B RAZ D TR AN, P e -k 3
5%, YA IR XU 3 BUR G R A

4. FER IOL EARS:

BT LR A N BT ARERIAWIEET, Im AR P AR H R IER H a2 2 E . Rk, Oy 1M
XA )T AR R ISR TR AR R e R, (RIS B iR b3 A% 2 e O T A 4 A BE B 0 e RS i PR
JBR, WA RGNIST . EAEE L, TREITR IOL /AR S AL, sSERATHHEA 100 1)
SNSRI E 85 4, XA Hke U A U SN R G R o K e B AR TR U, T
PR AU R GE AT A 75 B AT E B R 5 R BOK VS WO, IXAUE PRI RSN “ARAELL” . I
N T HREITS BR8], $RTF T 224 k[20], RN HAR KREE EAETH TR RME, WL TR EI[21]-
[23]. (AFERMIFAEAEAEGR R, A THRTE IOL £ RGP AL EATESRRENE, 2k RS2
o RMET BEEe XEMREH KA BRI, R RS AR PR AU B BB TS RN . X
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Aol DU T AR R A B EEIT, 10U ¥ B RS K e S 1

REAFAE BB, S FE AR G OO IR PRI U £, R AN s W L e e e i i B
B WP RS, 0L AR L2 aRm s 7 8E%TT, SObE IR E 2R I8 E
FTEE P s b, — RAUNHE— DRI 2 AR G005« 857 i 2 FIVE AR SE R RS X9 e it Bz
M2, FFREN AR A RS .

4.1, FERASAKRIT

i ARG IEAE TAE M) BR 10L BTSSRI, O T ER$F 101 BDG=A % REAUIE RE 1 A2
P, IOL FZUH AN AR B RPRES W RS, X EREH G LA A — T e 10L JF HAE T
MITEERIE. BT HER, Bartell BB “BHE” MO AR OERR AN RGP RN
B KRBT AR E T N AR S ARSI B4 B OOE I HESHEEAT 2 K 1oL 1) B ¥
&, MALEE T AT USRS R A 1OL ST E T T IT AR N, R 577 J5 P A AR BT PR 58
BT & R, XA R RGBT OR TR TR . SR, AN BN RSE, 100 7 R AT RE 2
FETFTOIRA T B EE s B B W, It R P B U B B I Y AT 2 R 52 1OL AR AL B A ORI 7,
XA ORI AT AL S BH A IR =

4.1.1. FREIEIT

TN SR 1) W 18 O I ROz /N AR T 0T, RN R H A I S s R A N HIR P AR (R R 2 3 B
PII A, IXFREL R AEAE N B 73k KB Bl HR Bk A2 e MEASEER O H 8 I APy IE X — 1 k4, M 2015 4F
HEH Y UltraSert®IH45, #B T 0 F SR THEFRN “UR EEBT 97155 (Depth Guard Nozzle)” f— 11
i1, BRSSO SKmEsE b — ANl Sk (RO R B 7 4 2 B ) BH LE s g et 2o N BR S 3 b Dz A 54
#[9] [24] [25] (L& 3).

Figure 3. Schematic diagram of the depth-guard nozzle design

Bl 3. REMIFSAKTEE

4.1.2. Riwm “Vv” Ot

N T RNFARY) O Eh R 5475k, 5 S ASKEH DR 1V RSk D& (U EyeCee®. iSert®),
BIZEHF 1R e vh— NS 1) VOB 1, S S U Sl Bl “ KT 7 (LI 4). X Fhist ik ae A &k
WONII ARk, W TARRIRBREEE R “V” , VIDRMFEEREE “V”7 Jum ih 2 22 kN o o
SR, Zhang, L5501 & IS FIX PP BT 19 5 N SKAE 58 BB G 5 N SR 2 A 3K, Hd“v 7
A Ze AR, BRI . XL AR AT R RN VO OO 2 AT, RIS TE
— A=A 245126] [27]-
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Figure 4. Schematic diagram of the VV-shaped notch design at the nozzle tip
B4 SNSRI V7 BFORIHREE

4.2. MERNHETRNU RSO

L efiihe HEE R RAL, Pl sCHEE BN AR 2 A E(RPIKE) 77 :0) AR, K RAUIRRE T —
IR AR T2 BB, LR 5 55 s R 53 (00 0& R o

B RGN ISR R, MRS I e AN . B il i A A R BB T R R R A
ERESRGE ;. B MRA SR, OREFTIER X0 R G r ke M DA (A N0 9 770 S5 1 2 280 IR vh 2 A Mkl
SHIOL i FAEdE. XYl RS RETE T ARG 5 A ST EEE, EIFERBMERI Q. £
RN 5 BEE7 PERE NS, BN RGERME T B SRR B TFFARRMEEZAE, R
BB AR ZARGLIFAEARFT AT LATIRE,  VE2 15 00N AR E FEABE AR T AR I 38 i e & F5 B2 kA )
HevERS . Nk, FERT UM T SUHEE SR N R G0 (40 ACCUJECT™ Dual) Sz M2k . axX Fhis B e it
— PP G, VPR ETEF A AR SEBRE LTI 46 2 BT B fER N I ) “IBeri” 5
AR FEAER YRR 2R T, s T AR RN AR R

5. BRILBEARS

BT FR R S50, F3) I0L MARGERIT OB TR, Kzt 5T SErrre 84t
G PR SEER ) 2 30 E . SRT, 24 TR R, AN ARt A W, To iR S lse it i firas
R, RERRBATEESEZTBRTARE NN AZR S RE—EBR/MLE T RAFEELRI0TFA
BV, BT BTN P2 M- i 88 42 | 7 £ B 22 AN 2 1k

KT ARG PR 25 R 2 A AFAE 4. Ouchi, MR RIS NI 8RS, 1R/ Nt
FHm, R HFEABKEPHREEZ, OCT FRRiABY) D8t EmiR, HAREBIMEAH LA HT
SHEEY K. TN LT SR (45 R T RE AL BT ORI I (1 MW AE A O R 2 AR IR A
AR A RS R T U A [28], SUtFR KA AR #7100 E2 0 KK E” , =
XTI B (R [29] o 55— B3 ik T WIAR AL SE B (SR Y 1 AR IOV A, A AT DA BN
R PE RS PR T A 2y AR “ SRR BRI AR . A4S Pham Lagler, C.N.EIZM BT, SRR 5N
BEMSS ST PRSI N 0 7, T PRI S I M6 P L5 0 PR SRR AR AL 4 S BUB M B (1 JL AT [29] [30]

P PN L “RRGE 7 BT, ARMECRFF—ME “RLR7 5 “Id 187 Z R IE R e T
K — MO TR e AR BRI N R R . N T BRIZ R B NN E R IO E 1, IRt —
e FAREERERARAELL, WHE TR FBOLRA 7 e i E S a0 ERXMERT, ST
R LM B Bz ) S5 et TREBORHED , — Rk e T a2 2209 B s M A A B ——
HAEARGNIETE . BRG] UL 2 A A FESOR AR 52, - H RTBON A KA H aKE)
DUER RN eI
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5.1. BIRRIENR S

HLIR B2 SEILE S I B gtz —, HARERMEF 8 2017 4FEHEH ) AutoSert® H shifit 4% . Hih
Infinity 7 LA R GeEs b, BT DURR A S50 PR AN T8 BI0E ik I B AR A T S i s

FHECFBHEA A, WK RSk T W RS —J7 T, EAR G HAR P T HET: B (1 T R RT3 FE
B, BT T FRM “hREAL” FEEE: 5 J51H, TAE A TR R B A e A AR 1R A, BDECRAIE
TN B ES, IR RE LS — R P Eh AR e IR ER, 7 #0084 IR AR ER S 2h T 301 10L Bt slv) 1
WA K SR[15] [22]. Khokhar, S.45 58 1 EALG FEREGIER, 74 AR — K SN KIERL T, 5F3h
HEVERSAREL, FROKBI RGEREAE /NI O R e AN [31], IR/ 5K 5424 [10] [29], AT FEAR
TR G AR [31]

5.2. EFESERIENRS

B OREhsh, o A s iR a2 M R g8 R sl g, AR T Clareon® AN Tk IR A
AutonoMe®HH N &G ( W14 5). i f M4, % RGE BRI I ELE CO2 <Mk, LA—Fh-Fr.
LePkr s NIKBh g FE L, THESD 10L ATt S5HAKEIBA RSALL, AutonoMe® i tHRBL 1 B
ARG, HRM T, BARBUNG, KMUS Tl R g 2, R E (.

WRAEIA X LLRF FEAE R H AR AutonoMe® 5 FAIEAAREL, B TIRERIF . Fke ik
THIR A AR N AR ) e P AR, Fofe R LU0 S/, [RBEAE ] AutonoMe® ) i AR Jim 5 2B A it
KB R EIES . N AE AL BR, BARVIEYTER, SRR B JLEREE AN, ROk 1R A
PERA G SRR R [24] [32]-[34] -

Figure 5. Schematic diagram of the CO2-driven delivery system
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5.3. BRILEARZERME

B 5 73 78 L I R AT 7 A B AutonoMe® 5 Tl Nt R A1 L1 sk AR L O A AE 22 57, {H
TR L 1A 22 57 AR R A B RIOE SR A AL B XA BA 225 1R [35] . b4 Joshi, R.S S FTIE KL
MARFETF AR MR VE AR, B RGHAER % 10L RAE— Rk 5E RBLALIT ™ A RS R T Tk
P51, RIRMAR R 1 0 22 52 9 R R B 56 3 b T2 SR GE I DL AR [36] o 7 A I iy P58 B Al PO 908 A e o
R R T “— R BRI, 5 DR RGO 6 255 e e EAT — KRN

£ 21 AR AR, R—FPEAUEIR R L SERE, BRI g1 1E 7 — B 22 A 5 [ 5 K16
——ATRFEEAE . PR R AR K P ity oK B BT PR DA BR HE IR ] 2 32 Bk, AN iR A
FAENERRIET 8 —, RTAE PRGN RGN — VS AL DL YIiRE s A4 —
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SEACBAER T Bl L BEA AT [37] [38]. AR, ELEAE A i — LB BI I A R G2 HEK
2R, XIS — AN F T [36] . HIMAT L, FERR LA R RIE AR, FEVFAE —FPE G
BRI, B T IR PRAOBOR AN 24k, FAE RS AR IE SO — DA B H DA A1

6. RESRE

NG E MR R G 3 WA A R IDREAMUBUR R T “HEmRE” . “BAsifb” &
AR ZR TS, T2 BT BRI ZR 1R B8 B SEHT AT LLBR Tl R 5 PR 407 K e B st 7. -
WIRALRASL T 100 MR B A B MY, e SR 17 . AERUR AN B A GE
B 7 SNk + HEESST P RELAI Y, EE SR, R AR SR I8 I AN W EEE TR
A RS« RS R S BN I L IR IE RS TH 2 1 BIR R T B . Pk SO N R 8 7 79 48 I 1] 14
[l — 2Bl SN AR K T R 1 i et S e FEEEAERNE, FEor 20 7 AU
NERE . 25 10L ARG BOHEASE R, 3 DR RN EZNEER AR R 7. 330
N RGERIPHGAE T MO NI FHEE ATy — DA aEi E s fE. SR, T
R BOR [ B 2 R G ST T I e e R e 2% i PR A G SR TH AR b s B A A 3, AR
(K] 10L Sfe i th S ECHAR IR S DAV LI ik S AR TRl R G5l . BT FalfE ARGV 2 K
JYERE  RAS 538 MVE ) LR . (HEER AN PR AR ERFEIE K, 0P AR A % S ERIE R,
B R GAE IR RIRIFE— PR A, HAEIREFAR KR A RAAAE ) 8 iR e =S Al .

BEAN, ARRHIBIE TR A7 1 T 3t — P AR TN B S R T SR B 05 ALl e, T4k 842 TH
FARM AN i, w7 SN RS 8RR AR s, DLSEIURE A A IR A BE 7 1Y
SIS S5t e IXAMEE TR AR B 0 BH ) B B IR RS A R BN B ) RO, DA SR RS R A [
I, T RIS R IOL AR AR YT, X “ N TTA RN B ) 5 AR5 IR O™ AR5 TT AT 5L
PABCH RN L RR AN B SO A R o FEDCIERE B, tngest— P I NNTTRBESENE, W@iliRE
i EFALEEE 5 B ARFEWEREI, 72X ARBA RS S5 E VIO RSP 2 M B
HZRRRY, DL HEE 070 SR M sh A B RE T, I S KRR B NN 36 RO ASI P . IXREL
ARAFREKIURL, AMLBERE FAR IR IR, R A R TR R el 58 5E 2l
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