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Abstract

Small incision lenticule extraction (SMILE) has been widely used at home and abroad due to its
advantages of minimally invasive, valvular, and fewer complications. Preoperative accurate pre-
diction of the depth of corneal stromal ablation depth and postoperative residual corneal stromal
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bed thickness can avoid the risk of operationally induced corneal dilatation. Accurate prediction
of the actual depth of corneal ablation depth in patients with different myopia levels is the guar-
antee of the safety and effectiveness of SMILE. This article reviewed the influencing factors of
SMILE ablation deviation.
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1. B

W& 2208 rgsgim, A& R > DL AR A, TR 2 . 3R E AR
MAET 90% A _E AR A2 AL 1R, Fer /N2 50%~60%, H12224E 5 70%~90%, K224 90%
PLE[1]e BT IR, FERGETIE, AL NNAREATE, Fr2 faE NEFE LT AR
BEATIRIT « MAIEE T AR H P BOGEHE > IO IERL (2] /NI A B 52 B2 B HH R (small in-
cision lenticule extraction, SMILE)/Z i Y PHOGAE M B ot N BRI EROESE, A\ 2 mm B0U15] 1 HX
WAL U, AR 7S AT 22 . A b 32 B Bk o B2 2 S 1 ) JE AT 5UZ (3]
[4] [5] [6], HUHRI7)Z A2 HHBEALIT WmIHES i Ji 2 2 RN 2 ] S ME A R, A A S 2E 23 HhoRt B 1 e 7 oo P A
KEJ—JZ[7] [8]. T HAHEALLI) 90% 2 H A IEEE i JE A i, R A IR AR 0~ e ik ) T2 R AL . DAAERIT 5T
KIL, FATEAE) ) =R e S Y AT B HE A R R AR . RIB ARG H VI RR[9]. Bk, A HT A T
A G VI EIR FE 1w 22 % 8 o # 28 o PR JBL B A2 VAl SMILE TR A Mk e e 1 1 — IR B2 46 b, 1l LUF
R G AR S5 A AR AT T RS, o D7) I i 22 A2 4 v SR A B SEZ R 1) R 2 5 T 1) R R 22 (B I 4
A D) HI 7R £ (predicted ablation depth) 2 F5 4 K FPHOL RG-S BB DI BIME, SEBRDIHIER
(actual ablation depth) & 45 A Fif i 5 H o J5 B 98 26 R J5 A s rh e JEE B2 o AT SMILE Je o' = AR A7) Hil i 22 (1)
S DR 2R AT R

2. ERAEEENER ZSHENYTIHIRE
2.1. A BUBEE N E (R A 8)

A RPN R R B B RO T ARk, FEANRA LSS T A R A RN, 5 R Ik
EfES, IR HEAONEES, SR, Rk B, TR L3 th A R . il A
MM, UEEE T TRER L, S5 PR AR AR, 8 S R E LI ik, mad
T A BPRCLTE B Rl b S A R T AT M R A RN A U5 PR I A P 2 DA ) 7 )2 P )
SARUE[10]. A BEARERH R > PEae ), HEVENEET), AEHHE R LLAE] 0.001 mm, I H R TEH
JZ, ACATUARI T AR e TR, 3R LI o 0 AR A A A Bt RS T RN R AR RS R . A
AT UAIN B A RAE T — R R P o (ER AN B A )R P AP AE e AR R 5 A A Ju e fid s s B S
FEM BTV, 755G B BB IR IR G . HUBR 45305 0L B R R XU s Lk, RIS A B 022 A JE T2 2
B LA P R BRI AR, 78 5 3 AR IR A R B (R K, 5 S A 5 P I B SR, T L AR AR

ik
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S G AR EER TH SE, CBR R IRRTMERS, B U E SRR R I FR i vl REBE IR AR, £
I 0 P B S kb . TEFBE ARG, AR AEKEIER, HEUEAEE, ARALNFmAR T
w, SR A I R e YE . Bl TR AR R S AN 9 )2 . WREARIE, A EBLEN
AR, XA S R W R e R A, SRS FUE R E 1] e, BT A
BT EMZEE, M LURIE R — SR 2 KR AL — 8, XS A REEN PR ERK, W
SMILE FAR )22 41

2.2. BEEME RN B (Ultrasound Biomicroscopy, UBM)

UBM J5 B2 A A HAR S A5 50 MHz IR A %, B AR E 5 mm, 73 HEFIL 20~60 um, M
TR A5 7 PO IR AT R M R . a5 UBM U A S I, A RAs & UMM, A7 SR TR )
KRR S5 AR FE N, IRA IS KRR RK, A A ERL, Rk BT IRER A R rh e i 2R
TR, ASRE D A R R T A 5 R [m] A R T RS Il SR [ R TR RO ER T, A
(5] B3 A5 1 J75 5 K i 47 S HEAT D120 LA AR A 52 A I WY RE AR, T AU B R A R Y o JE
AERIERE; (HA2 UBM MK TR B, HESVRRZE, IF H BEgdadH R EML, &5 =22k
A R AR W& A7 B U Mg sk 22, 1 H UBM JRAEA ol &, wIRE A 5t i 52 51 A2 A
JEE 5 EE N R N . DA _E#R 82 SMILE DIHIER LI HERATE, SEVINI W ZER K. UBM f & ik
REBAEAY, SlEA R R SRR ES ARG KU 13]

2.3. Pentacam BREI VS DT RS

Pentacam R &0 KA W E &L, KN 475 um, @I &R LLE 360° W ieks, 1E2s WiATR 25
sKER 50 5K MR, RN R GE R IR ERAZE B IF 0T N BRI I, AR5 R I 1 BB AL S B0 5L, i ARG ER
PRI ERIRAT EUR [ 14] 0 K 22 R B RAE WS 2 H SRR FLARAS R b AT, ZERPAT & BUALAT, fa & Ak giAs
HHZ TR, E S A T AR T . A A 4 R 5 1% Bk R 2 g i & s OK RTI &5 54 .
AR D 3 R, BOFBIMEAE A4S . Pentacam FR 40 AT LAFR AL A I A0 (0 2 W02 N, B R,
AIE G, fEm 7RSS R E, JF A DT R BUE — AU A R R S R, HEER T
M DA I B 2 s B S i P 52 0 A B B LA T A, M DA 82 800 4 A B0 1 3k Jig o {H /& Pentacam
RGUEET G MR, XA 507 B P A BER, 0052 VR ol 10 o 8 5 5 D) 0 B A A, 5 A 2 IR
I HETF AN 4 JERE AR e sl B, SRl &g B o B RGN R, R LA
BRE R, RUEFE IR BREE 5 5) i il B8 AN HER . A HE T KB Pentacam 2R 48 AT 1E 3 v ok £ JE )5 B2 A
EE A /N 5~10 um, W INAR S R FEAE SEAA B SE 224, AR G TR IR 0 A R R )
TR E IR K A B S I JEACE AR 15].

T, B A2 1618 H Pentacam RGAN A HEXT 112 FIHMATHES> T80 A I8 ' T AR 14
KA IR AT oh e S R, 455 EoR: Pentacam R 4(538.63 + 31.55) um, A A8 5 I EAX
(541.02 +£30.45) um, Pi#HZEFHGGH#E L (t=-3.414, p=0.001). Pentacam R & 58 M)E%k A
B — Bk

2.4. Orbscan IT BRBTHS 941

Orbscan 1T HR BT 5 0 B 4302 FZABRFAHEE R 5 Placido RGEAH K. 2 F G FARARNEE, DA
BRI BB TR K 45 R ER BT B AR, & LIS R 240 N6, AIARE A AT 3R
THI P 7o 22 VT 5 L 4 o B T2 PR R B e i i T SRR 17
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Orbscan II /& —Fh & BeALIERAn N A LR LAY, o/ A B 0E Rk, /8 SEIRS i 0015 21 /)
R & — SR JEFEE, T H Orbscan 1T A4 YG "2, AT DL LA AT )5 2100w B AR rp e S
WERE MM A MBS, SRR, BEfLEAS. SRR, Kappa M55 HEEHE, 02~
T AR S 2T ) Dt R, T DASE NN LU R I A RS 2 T (R R e, R (B A 2 TR B B

Orbscan IT FI6k f& H ARG M EALES, 12 RG0SR 5 FE AT e 23 52 36 5 ot 2740 1 5 Af FBE 38 B 2 1)
SO o AT IR KM BT R SIS IR AT BEAFE UK 22 . Chakrabarti HS
ZE[18]43 71 F Orbscan 1T AT 75 I Ul S A6 59 1(1071 HR ) 1E 5 AN BEAT H g A 5B B il =, A i AT Orbscan
1T 5 () 45 343 79 A 538.0 um A1 566.6 um, Orbscan IT Tl 15 A 55 (B KT A BBATINAS 45 3R . Yaylali V
191K ENHHT AL A ] Orbscan 11 Z (A1 X R, KILPIFI AL £ 2 18] 2 B E WA IERHC R, A
WA AH 22— AN ECREE R R 2R, 1 150 B P I 50 48 W00 2 00 8 P b ol B2 52 Al R AN RIS, AN T DL B B 4,
Orbscan 11 R Gl & KRG M A ATIAATE 418 . Jonuscheit S ZE[20]%F Et Orbscan 1T AT 5 ] JE-ASC & A i
BRI EZYE, I Orbscan 11 A RIFMEZM., (HEZMHICFTFERFEARIGIKRIFIESL. ok, 7EE
PrgedEr, A S AL SRR X 0 RS S =N E— R A, A Re R A A
I HIG G0t 1 M58 MR SR 40 AR BRIK A2 5088 2l 35w xof A Bt 52 82 () 00 2 7 AR o), X R A & A TG &
PR R, PR T HAE LB B ZE R A T A

ZE LRTIR, FARATHRE A W0 5= o A RS B X B = SMILE TR 22 4 AT 0 2 [0 46 A i S 7 1E
AR U A R 5 R AT B R S V)Wl 72 52 7 6 5 R U g ks o, T I JSE P W B () VAR %
PPl BT EEE R AL AT — R IR IR AN R e A B AR B TV, AN IR TR B ) A R AR
RN /IS )2t s B N R i i ST 3 8

3. SMILE REfE FEREHIEE SIROVIEHIRE

FRBE L B AR 1 I A B R PR — b e, A A BT B Dy % B AR T T 2 e A i A A A B AR
IR, BELER O E . TRANER21EE T 16 R ARHEnTH06 A BEYTHIAR(PRK)
FIM Epi-LASIK X AN[A] Ji 6 BE R A J A1 5 6143 & S AL e IAE e FE T AL 4 PRK A i 8k 4 IR B S v
T 5 Epi-LASIK, FERFEUTHLAAR WG 5o 10 7E [Fl— AR 2 b AT FU I i ' R m, UTHIR
FERRK, HAE S B, e & RN AR RE A S [22]; MR b 55 NF-B IIRIA S RRE R BA K.
NF-B A7 AEFF LA AU A BT, 24 200 52 BRI AT BAE NF- B 54k, NF-B dE A%, % Fhdmif
B 7 R s AR, RSORE RN B mEER RN A R-1 (L-1) [23]0 2 IL-1 5%
JREJZ A MR T ) TL-1 3248255 15 5 2T Fas R AR AU A IRAIIARIE FasL, 4ki0 515 B 7> W 40T
[24]. JERDXHPE > [ AT SMILE FARBEAT O FEACIL: IR 4ok AR AR L fE SMILE ARJ5 1 A K
HIR[25], ARJa 3 A HKMEEATE R ARG 1 RIS A 5T (0 SR T E AR WERSIR S 52 i o (0 4 B i
PERGF, FEVI AR WLHRS R LI T4 A0 MY F T I DA B S AT KB R B AR I AR W A )=
[ X3 AT LK 2 A A S 5 A AT 4 B R i . ARJE 1 A T BT AE PR B, A D) L A R
IR, AN [F] Ff 52 255 200 B R0 00 IR A MR R, X AR T SMILE AR JG F I A OB . Luft 25[26]
WM& SMILE 077 TG s b e J5 B2 (AR A0 K B SMILE A J5 f i bR BR324k, RS 3 N MR b
BIRFEORFEREE, B REAERR RS G IR R VAR O . DRI A b R )38 A 2 SR DT 22

4. HRREFI S RATIRIRE

SMILE A Fi i i 0 & b g £ 5 R 2 i (% SMILE TR 4 Vi) BB g bn . ¥ RS 2710 R K IE J7
FOML R AR 1 /NI JE o e IR R TN, 4 /A i o r o A TS PR SR O o E PSR 4T IR R A 7 A
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S5 TR R R IR B L B i, WTRERIAR 1 TR L B I 2 1A AR AR 48, A A B U A K
FRCHE A0 1 b e g R R RE AT D) O 22 O . R O A O T B S 4 /) B e g R
&, 4 SMILE TR S

5. AEREYMNERESHTIHIRE

FHREE I = A2 A B 1 EE R ALY, A RUK 9 5 o ORI T BRI M o A B ot = O iR 21 4
J o MEFAESE R PE T FIEAN) 12 A ETERE . A IS R 1 )R B 5 R BT 5K o i 2 47AH K . SMILE
HEROE B RE P DI 1 A1 IS 5 TR A B PR 2 8] (SR AR RS AL, A R v SR AT R A 23 mT 4, B
NI BRI R 32 038/, SEIEBRY K A SRS 7K S B B 2 AN AR R S5 PR T
JERZ AR NS, BB S0 ORI RE R, 51k SMILE AR5 YT i 2 (19726

6. /&5

SMILE fEHF IE e AIETT AR 212 R, ARk 222t e ar B 6 52 AATI9RE,  AERIE
2 SMILE T AR (SR UTHIAR L, > UTHI R 22, 7T LA R008E Yo R0 4% A JEE o PRI 1 51 A A 6
HEM IR AR 7K, RmTARM L. 7 SMILE TR, W0 IERS5 80k B A v m, AR b U] i A
MRZLZVER 2 o VI 22 52 A I RE I B 5% . SMILE A5 A e b B AR PR A L Sl e 2 % S A9
JIEE BRI RE M, AL A B0 B rp e R R, TR A IR D) PRI 2 v A, RS RIAR
FHEEE S5 PR IS EAMIK T 280 um,  fRIESRE AR5 A RIFHIALE & .

£ E&WA
Hl s AT PRI H (GSWSKY-2018-32).
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