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Abstract

Objective: To observe the surgical results of corneal interlayer flushing on the treatment of high
mypia during smile operation in preliminary 24 hours. Methods: 100 eyes of 50 consecutive pa-
tients were enrolled in this retrospective study, which included 50 eyes of 25patients with no in-
terlayer flushing group and 50 eyes of 25 patients with interlayer flushing group, divided into 2
groups depending on the interlayer flushing. We observed the postoperative results after 2 hours,
4 hours, 24 hours. The eye irritation, the foggy vision sense, Postoperative uncorrected visual acu-
ity was observed. Results: There was no significant difference in stimulation between the two
groups at 2 h, 4 h and 24 h after operation (P > 0.05). Four hours after operation, there was no sig-
nificant difference in fog perception between the two groups (P > 0.05). There was no significant
difference in naked-eye vision between the two groups 24 h after operation (P > 0.05). Conclusion:
Whether the interlayer flushing is performed during the smile operation, which does not affect the
patient’s early comfort, foggy vision sense and visual recovery. No layering flushing can reduce
surgical steps and save surgical time.
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1. 5|8

KA E /N O A BRI 5 37 B B R (small incision lenticule extraction, SMILE)IT 4 B AR YT i
FAEREE T Rz —, HIRITIEM. BOGrA M. 224t v HdirESE s &R 2NEsE1] [2]. bE
EHFAREORMIR G, AR, TR E . 17 SMILE A& 5 U 5 & 5 317 215
Mk, ENERENA—, BEAR. SMILE R EEF VA S, ERMERL G SMILE K5
RO R A, 0 B RS BRI R B . B DL I R BE A i B AU 2%
SMILE A H 15 J 22 (Bl e o VR 97 e BE AR IS, NI IR IR 2% .

2. FRFIFE
2.1. —RR PR

R 43 A 2018~2019 52 T-IRGEIR AL, FFF AN & B M &2 50 41 100 B . 55 24 4, 2 26 1,
SERS 17~38 & o ARk 2H 25 151 50 HR , sk 25 25 451 50 AR , AR Fi S5 R0k B8 7 5l —7.19 + 0.65D—~7.3 + 0.59D,
HERTG 75 (P> 0.05); MR /%14 539.95 £ 23.40. 536.69 + 21.30, HZER TG E (P>
0.05). JCHE IR HE BT AR o HERR B HE A I A 038 5 [ 4 A B, HERR T IRORE £, M B 38 s
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AR, ZEMIEFEEN. RERICHZE G2t
2.2. FRGE

2.2.1. FARIEH
KH VisuMax YWBOLRGHEEEZ A AR FARKI: FARVIOKEN 2 mm, A7 120°, MlEIE
()R BE 35 110 pm, AV 90°, EHEAE 6.4~6.7 mm, HEEAEN 7.4~7.7 mm.

2.2.2. FALE

ARHT 10 70450 0.4% 2582 B A = DR BR VAT AR IR T BRI . J2 R) Pl g SRy ek gl s AT S
B aIRNIT BT AR R, R AR SR 80%, a3 UKWk t,T SMILE HiZTiE e T
TSR, B8, B LR LUInEiiE, KREES B B HES, aUmENEES
FEER KPP BELS . Ry IR BTG, TEREIRTE L ARRE KD, o8 e B Es, ¥
AN B FE R B AR K 43 NTFELS, BEAS PN RAT M.

2.2.3. RIEA%

PIAARJG 2, REZAERIERMFHIRBIARE. K5 1 h JFE, 0.3%4£E %7 2 RIRK
FARER; 10 20805, 0.1%F K RIRBUS AR 10 2045, BN IR, 2RJ5 £ 10 pm, $5153i}A],
35 s 3 I R 1 H4E 6 am~10 pm, 0.3% 70 %8 5500 2 0 HR V- 0. 1% 380K e i IR Vi 35 B 1R A i IR 37
4 /NI T RS ARER, SR 2 H.

2.24. REKRE

SATEARIG 2 hy 4 hy 24 h WA G IR HABURCGE . FYE. #£%); TAR)G 24 /g5
PR, BRERAE A, JFidat. BEANEROCH. Y. £50) B nRERESATL: 0 4 BE: 1
Grs HE2 4y EIE 3 4.

2.2.5. BHESH

N SPSS 13.0 St AT Bt 22 A0 B, RS 24 h ZA0RER X2 K6 56 A2 95 2L R IR A g BL 25 3%
PRSTREA ¢ B HEAT Bt 22 0 M, ARG 35 B[R] 05 A SR S8OE DR R FH 25 2 0 W ) 7 22 40T, A 36 A v
(p = 0.05).

3. &R
3.1. RE—IER

R RWAEESR, RPEEVIOHM. ZE 5. fMEED O#i%, TAE DLK.

3.2. R 24 /N\B} logMAR #0 HHC%:

KI5 24 /NBF, RPN IR logMAR #7353 5174 0.01 £ 0.04. 0.00 = 0.05, ZF T4
T (1=0.497, P=0.25); ARFEE BN 1.06 £0.22. 1.05+0.19, ZERTLL T2 (= 0.320,
P =0.45).

3.3. RE 24 h AFEEELR

WEEARIG 2 hy 4 hy 24 h 1 ERECDIR A T4y, AP ERd FIrhseE 2 T4 4.80 +£0.93. 4.98 + 1.05;
2.00+1.01.2.36+1.03; 0.16 = 0.42. 0.18 £ 0.44, 7 2H -0 8] 55 RIBEORE IR 2 T ¥ LG it 22 (P> 0.05).
A5 AN I 1] 5 79 20 2 1) R JOE R 22 S 2 e G vk 24 U(F = 27.38, P = 0.18), & 2H N A& AN [F] i T8 5

DOI: 10.12677/hj0.2020.94037 262 HR Al


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjo.2020.94037

HEMK &

FA IR BCRE R 22 A G vk B U(F = 42.33, P = 0.00)
34. RG24 h BEBIK

IR ASS 24 h BE R EHFEICT, KRB EFTEEA S A 35 BR(70%)H1 37 IR(74%),
PR BRI 2 RS2 E L(XP =0.31, P=0.578).

4. Wig

SMILE FA N B AR F AR AR CEPBOCHT M, AT 4R TR o8, s A e /A
FEIRE IS B RRE[4], 320 T HOE AR 2 A 2k . (EAR)G B IS AUEAE SMILE A 83 Bt i
i, s R R R . 1T WP (femtosecond laser-assisted excimer laser in situ keratomileusis, FS-LASIK)
AJa IR D H BE LS . USRI ER[SIARSG 24 4. 6. 8. 12, 24 h, FS-LASIK #1H#H#
ARAE F1EIME T SMILE 41, % 53946 Siit2# 5 3. Liu [6] 50 7 B SMILE AR5 25— RARARAT /1% FS-LASIK
%, WHZIEGEZES, WY1 E, 1. 30 6 M, WEBEIRMIH LM EZR . SMILE #8550 5
F TG 5 AR L R (RS AN EL 98 75 FS-LASIK A[H], FS-LASIK J R obwk)E, MBmea 4. SMILE R
J5 BN A ARG A S5 7= A AN AT 5% . Shetty [81557E SMILE A H ) FH 47 42 1 A MR A6 1 5 R 7 3
ARG AL, FHH OCT HHATHIES, ARJ5 1K, HHATEARIRTH)ZREEN, RATEM 2R TR
Ao ECEEE, WA RAERBE9]. EFHOEEA TR A G R E R E R 2 —.

Agca [ 101255} [7]— 835 4> %) S2ifi SMILE A1 FS-LASIK T-A, 5 F 4 58 45 52 s A il &R I s i
BRI R U, K I SMILE FOSUN 25 T FS-LASIK, X Rl B H 75 A 5 35 5T 40 0 ey Bk ik, ]
BE S B ML AR R R 22— P TR R, SMILE RJ5 4 h MBSO MR 52 218, AR
KM, I AE E A FT S R IR D PT REH B B

A NHEN SMILE A Hh 2[R e A A FEME 0K o2 355 R T M BRI G, A A T Res b B R -
IS AR G T REER e, & IR, A NTEE G AR GBS N TEE[12]. RFH 111N SMILE
ARG A A9 2 ] A 5548 P A A 28/ T FS-LASIL . ZEASHT AT P ph Pl RR b e 41L& 50 B, 20304
37 RN 35 IR AEEVFA AU, PALA FSIURIIZE R BSH#E (P > 0.05). ABFTEIE A 24 /N
R AR I, AR AN S AR logMAR 7143 5128-0.01 £0.04. 0.00 +0.05, ZFEGit#E G A
BFRE Y AN 1.06 £0.22, 1.05£0.19, ZRITEGIFFEE L. #&8 SMILE R ZE RS 55 EE ARG S0
BHTLHRKR, ZRITBEHA R B TN Z AR, ARG BRI 95 KK .

SMILE JRAEVI AN, HIE 2 20 A S T R 45 100G sl R, SBUREAE13]. BFENSEAH
JUASNIFIRER . JH SRR WO [ 14)55 N S0 8 BOR RS )8 /0 385 B2 B L o 2 o 5k i 368 0 J2 (04T
Yo, RIGE TR . AT H 1SR B SO S B AR A A S RARAE R b, mI A ok AR 5
FAREKI, ZEME ARG B K E ). FEE F SMILE AR VR (el de . 055 Bk, ok R5 A5 1
Ny ARG R EREE o TR PRSP BRI 2 2 2 oKy MR E AR IR 2 — 2L, XK bR AT
RERI A S2m, X AT fE 2 0 2 2 IR S o) S S N . AW ST SRS 2 hy 4 he 24 h AR BOE IR
GEAVRr s RIS LA AN IR R) A A SO IR 22 S TE G R (P > 0.05), AR TELE P phik
HAIEINA G R AR R, 55— 70, BESHNMPERREFADSESZ, FANMMLEL. $4H
P AR [0 S 1) A5 A MR O IR 22 S e 2478 (P < 0.05), PRUNBEE ARJS RS . B A48 7 5K b e
PESSLRER BT R AR RO RAS 31 5

B2, TEARJG 24 /BT SMILE BUH I 52 )5 J2 Rl e 5 B A g i 8 BT &R MM I E, 5 &
ERGFMBIHTR R, MRZ R T] LAkA>F AR, AF R 5 5B AL R
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