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Abstract

With the continuous evolution of refractive surgery, small incision lenticule extraction (SMILE) has
become a mainstream clinical procedure due to its minimally invasive nature. Although SMILE
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offers significant advantages in biomechanics and clinical outcomes, the stability of postoperative
visual quality remains a critical concern for both clinical decision-making and patient expectations.
This narrative review aims to comprehensively synthesize the clinical manifestations and multidi-
mensional influencing factors of visual quality following SMILE. First, we summarize the evolution-
ary patterns of postoperative visual quality, with a focus on changes in uncorrected distance visual
acuity (UDVA), corneal aberrations, contrast sensitivity, and glare. Second, we provide an in-depth
analysis of the key variables affecting postoperative visual quality, systematically examining the com-
plex mechanisms of factors such as refractive status, age, corneal thickness, cap thickness, effective
optical zone (EOZ) and ablation ratio (ablation depth /preoperative corneal thickness), opaque bub-
ble layer (OBL), pupil diameter, and tear film stability. A thorough understanding of the patterns and
determinants of these parameters is of significant clinical value for optimizing surgical design and
enhancing patient visual experience.
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1. 5|8

TREDEOE/NY) O A IR 5% % BX HE R (Small Incision Lenticule Extraction, SMILE)/E A Ji 6 T AR 455 Y
HRHR, Bt DOk & 2R H . 4558 T H G HHAE AR )&, SMILE 7& M A 1 6E
PECRHF SR 5 MR A8 77 T R It 2 B A%, oy MRl gr IR I A SO iR . AL TH1E
G 53 T80 JELAE £ JI5 B 48 R (Laser-Assisted In Situ Keratomileusis, LASIK), SMILE i ¥ #0#0% B £
TE A MR EE BT 2 58 O S il E S5 00070 VBRI, AROR FRAIS 1 6 B A o o 2 2R 4E (R a0, AT AE MRS 2=
[ZE T AR Se 8. AR, IR ER R, TR 224 5 FUNHH IE SR IEA SRR TR J5 BEAR A AL 5
i, BEARENMERIZ R 2 ERERshEHL), OfFEE QS MENGRRN S8 FRE IR
TERE . AMAEZE A I A BOIRES DLOR 5 BRI A B B0l . BRI TFRIE FT, WAH
Hriie SMILE A J5 L5 5T & 1A% O &, SR 41T S TR E 2008 . STk, A RGihE
TR E N AMEICSCHER, FESEs2I SMILE A JG R = 1 2 4R R R4k, BE AT ARG R
1 S AT BF AR AN S LR 2 %

2. SMILE REMZRENTL
2.1. BRI A

IR /7 (Uncorrected Visual Acuity, UCVA)& A SMILE FAR & 753 552 35 2 g B b 2
—, SMILE #r IEA R R YA IEIG IR BRI ., 5 GMECF AR, S n R i 14 /)
HE AR M. FH[ 1578 Rt 56 GIHKH IR AT SMLIE FARIEZ T T 6 MHBEVT,
RKILSMLIE BEAR GG ERRE, Zatm, BEARGHAERGRENNT, REDES BT R0
B AEHFIEAL J1(Best Corrected Visual Acuity, BCVA), {HEREA FIE@EE—1TUL ARG 6 HJL T B3
RRARAL 73X BB AR AT BCVA. Bkt 962155 /EXH1T SMILE FARM I RS 25 #4125 HHFIAR)E 3
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H UCVA [P &L, ARJF UCVA > RET BCVA 5N 76%; ARJ5 UDVA B AR BCVA 5 117
15 LA 40% (10 BR), $&/% 2 4709 5 A 4% (1 BR), & BCVA £ 117 K&V L.

2.2. fAERE

SMILE FAR A BALT B FH BRI ), (HIB/r BEAR G ML A KIS iR S5 A
TR AR RRE, MRESTFARSBERRZ NG ZE, M5 R R R RS 2 Fhg
M) 400 B o5 1) ) 3] [4]. R RN AR [S 155 AN IR DD L 4 AR SOk /N U 101 £ S 0 028 i I LR R S5 3000 e
MR ERAT TR RIAFEVIHILE SMILE FAR, ARJ53%54 5804 B S # 4 % (Higher Order Aberra-
tion, HOA)E T, HE5HI2& MIER Z ALE HOA. Miao [6]25%} 54 4 SMILE 3 KW 7t £ B SMILE F A7
b B AT TR R 2, AR AR, B R S . ARG s 82 HOA) R EF+
ey, FERDCONEZRIGI: SR, AR EHG T AR Y U TR AR B R R R E, R LR E R, W
HEERAE L

2.3. MEEERE SZE

NIRRT B AR IR AL 0 1R S Z R A BAE SRS oL . Ao B & I PPN Fabn 0 36400
WECRUREE . B IRABUREE[7]. RIRARIIX = RE MR ERER, 22500 6 BhiR difE 18 iR
#(Modulation Transfer Function, MTF). 2 M HUH 45 £(Objective Scatter Index, OSSR S, X
SMILE A J5 B3 WAL i 2T R N EALHPE4[8]. 7E Tan [9]155X 52 44 B AT WP HOGEE R
ZEBE VIR AR (Femtosecond Lenticule Extraction, FLEX)1 SMILE RT3 L 5eH, &I SMILE AR J&5 %}
PR A FLEX BRI M. 7ERETE [ 10]58%F 50 5] SMILE £ 35 A J5 % b B BRI RO 2 X I AH O
PERF ST, R i R IR AR 3 T B A 5 % L BBURK EE (Photopic Contrast Sensitivity, Photopic CS). H IR
it % ELEBURK B (Mesopic Contrast Sensitivity, Mesopic CS). BZ Y% HL AU (Glare Sensitivity, GS)¥ 2> A
[FIFEEER I, FFEARE 1 HEE#HSE, 6 HIRFFHERE

3.SMILE Rl RRENXNEE
3.1. BEHEXEER

3.1.1. BARES

SMILE A J&# LIS HIAR A g, IR, IS, BEARECRESREMEEEZ, B
25, OST HATAHSGHE[11] [12]0 FEARIR] 13155 XU A0 0 A 5 8RRt LOFF 9 3 HE o B A AR 1 B
BEARMN, BT SMILE A G B 0 5 T I AN S B AL . Donate [14)%57E A 11
FexH AT AL HBOE A T I RIS A R R R SR, RIS . PR, =L 101 &
EARBIARFINS T X LCBURE . I8 AEmINE 2 Wkl % Strehl FLZ A OSI #ATRTLL, K
Pl SMILE A JiF 55— A~ H W3 R 272 S5 40K 2 I5F 1) 5 AR i 477 56 B AR 5 S5O B 2 o I W A8 2 RO R 7 e
SR, IR EEC R, BT R v B AR o AR RS [15]45 (T 7t 2 B e R T AL BB R
T B N 2 A R R AR T A

3.1.2. Fi#d

H 7R AR ERBLE) SMILE B35 ARG IR EAFE— € £ 57 SRR BRI EE ARG K ERL
PLRAG ZE i a REMESE K. #E Zhou [16]55 RN 7045 5 v R B AE W B R I e FE I AR H R J5 HOA BH4E
BB/ EEAA — AN, Li Xiang [17]%5 KI5 £ K #E 5> F 80 f I 1) Bl R (Transepithelial
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Photorefractive Keratectomy, TPRK)F1 SMILE A J& 5 Ji & 0] LLa T i Ok B, PR35 iR AR R 38 R G 14
TR BN E HACAEE R . TEARSCIF[ 18] AL 4510 H 48 HAE IS v] 520 SMILE AR Ji5 F-HAR A B Y6 1
ARSI, AERSEOR, AR JETR ARG

3.13. AIEEE

FFRES R FE 2 R SMILE AR AN A J5 LB S B2 10 G B IR 3 2 — o 5 10 A i mT R PR 1) 1 035 Bt
FIIEIE R, AT S0 A 5 R o A B AR 2 PT RETHT I AR S5 e e 4 IE M3 3, R BRI P A 1 sl
IEARRITEBL19]. MR ERER B, EFRBR/NOERIE, IR G ARG FE M. Mo ak
B SMILE A J5 7k 4% M BESL 2 J2 B KT 280 um, 5 BEIE AR A v () f 3, N THEE 16 4% SMILE FR,
DA G £ i 27 FLEBOS BEVIE, AR5 R I # 5% 4% R ) B (Residual Bed Thickness, RBT) LA £ 1 5K 3
FasE M4 42[20]. 7E Ouyang [21]%5HF 7L HH AR 5 AR EAE 250~310 um Y61 4 5 IR 22 4 Fa0e,
RBT W] R85 J5 M 4G m SR AE DG [22].

3.2. FREHESY

3.2.1. FAIEENEE

£ TG0 JE P (11 B & SMILE FARSEMRALI s 2 — . BUA MIWFFLR I, AN A NG 2 2 n] R 2
A G AR J1 3 AR e P, FEXT A BT 2 T 1) il 2R P AR S TR s, R T RS 1 =B
Z 5 R E[23]. fF Liu [24)%5 M EE S E N 110 pm A1 150 pm KX EERFFC R R B, 110 pm HIIE
JEAEA S5 S AR A, ARERIE Z B . Jun [25128 A\ 120 pum AT 140 pm A R S5 1) 5 2%
WA S5 IR 72 R s R I, RS A HOA 38 0RD £ 5 A 90 77 40 55 7E 120 pum 21 R R B
B, XWRE SR, FEE B RN B AR R EAEAE — A e .

3.2.2. BYAFEXFMYIHIEL

ARG X BB TR B S = L EAR AT RSB ULAD, DLl S R 53R S EUIZ I 5 26]. F
AU 1 L A D) 0508 PR /R T A B T 6 ) g s T OB 5 I 2 P P P A o, el oA 8 SR T ) ) B 25
¥y, XSG MR ZE R A AR g R [27] (28] IMAREEE 7R, SMILE AR J5 311 HOA 48 5 Y1H L
Bl 2P B IEA S . BEE T ARVIBILLAIRTT, AEENRZER T SRR iG5R, Hoh DIERZE K&
SRR ZE IR B O R, S T U L AR IO 2 5 1) SR 2 L [29] [30]. AT W TR BIAE A R
RFHIFEE A, SMILE Bt X Bk 45T 6.3 mm, SRS R ERE BABITRH[31]. #H9%
FIWARGA FOG S XI5 AR FLCNMETE — B e, B 205 X 5 W = i L VTG R Y R G
PG B A% 0 S H0(32]. WHALRIR, 6% X AR M i AR R, AR S5 MIE 22 3k Ra s g %=
(5 SN TR, S TR 2 5T APt s BT AEE, I PR RS I I i K 2 X
Wit DL R BRI A S5 BRZE 1) S TR I [33]

3.3. BFRHER

OBL

SMILE A J& A8i% B <7 )2 (Opaque Bubble Layer, OBL)HIE K, A& 520 A 5 0 36 i & ) EE T4
K3 [34]. OBL At L& WRPHEOG U M AR i UL A IS 5 1) B AR SRR iR D B e b, 3l S 30 2
B XU N FE[35]. OBL KUl SEA R BUE MY S, FHOCAMIER T 5. 20l
PRUEHE R B, %2 B OBL X A Jig 5L AR VK 52 10 s i ARG A7 B, L A B % OBL AMY 22 153 £ IS HIUH (Scatter)
AN, B2 B PR R R G 5 AN LU BUREE (Contrast Sensitivity, CS), FIU NI B HIIZ G S K
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FHT,

[36] [37]. FIR, MRS RAESBE RN, Bk, ™&E OBL H’J#étmﬂ#wéﬂfﬁﬁﬂﬁaﬂﬁkﬁ
SN R AMOIN B [38] 0 AR I X J2E 57 T 4 (A B0 28 ] RE SRS A7 S A I, 375 R R TRV R B ) 386 J /K b %
HMEE R, XA A2 0028 5 R 5 w8 15 22 I8 Sh A7 AR T 8 S BB, I T T 422 5 i 404 S 2 ) e s 1 39

34. HitEAR

ARHTIN e Kt T L AR TR E MRS Rt 2 S R A RS M T & . £ Chalita [40]5%
IR FE s R R IS LR AL /N T XL B0 BRIEE . R EAFAEAMIORNE,  [RI s (o I FL KN
BB IEMR, 5RAE G ARBTHBAR T AR E 1K) 8 E AR5 KL R VE 2 8] £ i 2 (Diffuse Lamellar
Keratitis, DLK)BEFR 3G 0, SOR AT 2 B TR K 288 N AR AR B S #547 SMILE TR, 8% ARJ5 DLK )
KAE[41] o RAPTESLII AR E PEFI R 4 WD TR BT R A 8t o Sl AR AT T AT P LN 25, RERE A 2L
B IEAR B (i e i R FOALOG IR 22, FRARIT ACE KUz [42] X T O BR AR B BRI & EANVERI R IKE, REitk
WIARTT I ZR AT B 2E ST R P RS A 2Re, I ORPE T ARRGHESE I, $2TH 88 BB B L [43]

4. B4

LR PR, SMILE AJa ¥ 5 5 S (00 5 9 F 5 — A EL, 12 B MM R R IR S TR S 85
HEILRC G g A 4R . REDA DI CUH 7 obr X irh. RG22 358 KRR AR S5 i & A A% O
s, {EL L RTI PR oR SEATS T 22 DR 3 AR S BUE AN . A R06 S DXOE SO B E LR e WG & 5 3 AL o
RIS TSR . KK, BEE SO HRAR AR SIS T BN EE, UHRE N RS T 28
G I MEA TR, SIS BN AR, FRRMR ARG B 218 =M SR T 150
SR o I8 I 2R B0 R B 17 K dh SR B A HEAL TR BT R, g it — BTt SMILE A Ja #L 5 i i) A 1k
SEERE, N e IR O I S B S I AR AR T -

SE
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