EFRERRIZE

B85 :029-82245172 82210956

202FENH E12% E£EN1NH  www.ies. net.cn
BF{=F5:1J0.2000@ 163. com

- ke

B

ERNFRARFINHEH MR SITHRER

O EmWR AR FRIE RIRA

Ve B3z (056001 ) H [ ] b 45 1S 866 i R B 2 B 5 (050000 )
o EN LA A FET L E R A IR 5 — B B g B R

YEB RIS B, 2, B, B BATE I, B9 7 1) R TE |
THIER

WIHAEE R TE, AT RN, AT, 6005 A4 S0, B 55 05
[] g B2 . 221660107 @ 163. com

ke H 4. 2012-07-09 B H . 2012-10-22

Study on pathogenesis and treatment
of pterygium

Min Wei', Li—-Rong Duo', Yong—Shu Fu', Rong-
Hua Li', Zhen-Long Zhu’

'"The Eye Hospital of Handan, Handan 056001, Hebei Province,
China; *Department of Pathology, the First Affiliated Hospital of
Hebei Medical University,  Shijiazhuang 050000, Hebei
Province, China

Correspondence to: Zhen — Long Zhu. Department of Pathology,
the First Affiliated Hospital of Hebei Medical University,
Shijiazhuang 050000, Hebei Province, China. 221660107 @
163. com

Received :2012-07-09 Accepted :2012-10-22

Abstract

¢ Pterygium is a common ophthalmic disease. Its clinical
manifestations include growth of conjunctiva
organizations invading into central corneal. Dysplasia of
the bulbar conjunctiva obscured pupil would severely
affect visual acuity, visual impairment and cause
cosmetic defects to the patient. Surgery is the primary
treatment but its recurrence rate is high. In recently
years, many scholars made a lot of research and
obtained newer research progress in the pathogenesis
and treatment of pterygium.
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