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Abstract

e AIM. To analyze the effects of epipolis laser in situ
keratomileusis ( Epi - LASIK ) and laser in situ
keratomileusis ( LASIK ) for treatment of myopic
astigmatism.

e METHODS.: For treatment of myopic astigmatism, 32
patients (64 eyes) treated by Epi-LASIK and 63 patients
(126 eyes) received LASIK. By their degree of astigmatism,
the eyes were divided into Group | (-0.25 ~-2.75)DC and
Group Il (-3.0~-5.0)DC. During the 6-month follow-
up, the early effects of the two operations were observed
and compared in terms of uncorrected visual acuity
(UCVA), best corrected visual acuity (BCVA), residual
astigmatism, corneal healing, intraocular pressure
(10P), corneal topography.

¢ RESULTS.: In Group Il , UCVA better than 20/20 was
achieved in 87.5% of the eyes subjected to Epi-LASIK and
in 63.3% of the eyes subjected to LASIK, with significant
difference between them (¥ =4.055, P<0.05); residual
astigmatism was -0.41+0.30D for the Epi-LASIK eyes and
-0. 74 £ 0. 36D for the LASIK eyes, with significant
difference between them (t = 2. 672, P < 0. 05);
postoperative corneal astigmatism was 0.63+0. 34D for the
Epi-LASIK eyes and 0.81+0.52D for the LASIK eyes with
significant difference between them (t=2.234, P<0.05).

¢ CONCLUSION: For treatment of high astigmatism
(=-3.00D), Epi-LASIK is more effective and predictive
than LASIK.
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BEEEAR ( epipolis laser in situ keratomileusis, Epi—LASIK) Fl
WA T80 TR AN ff1 B B8 48 R (laser in situ keratomileusis,
LASIK) {697 I M HOG TR

ik I EOGAT Epi— LASIK VAT 09 3% 32 ] 64 R,
LASIK VA7 1Y 63 ] 126 HR B F 25 MR 40 A 5 5 %5y
J2 4. 14 (HEBE-0.25 ~ —2. 75D, Epi - LASIK 20 i,
LASIK 48 i) . I 4 (#F4%-3. 00 ~ —5. 00D, Epi—~LASIK 12
] LASIK 15 f5]) . Ffii)i 6mo WEZ PR AR AGTF R, K Fb
P4 B H B R J5 B IR ML 1 (uncorrected visual acuity,
UCVA) | & 1£ 5 1FE ML (' best corrected visual acuity,
BCVA) BRARHOE B/ A & 1 00 IR & % ff B e
SN

. RJG 6mo, I 4+ UCVA %A B 425, Epi -
LASIK 21 R (87.5% ) ,LASIK Jy 19 R (63.3% ) , AR,
M 2 A B FYE (V¥ =4.055,P<0.05) ; 5 A HOGE
Epi-LASIK 4 -0.41+0. 30D ,LASIK S -0.74+0.36D, iR
KA ZE A B EE(1=2.672,P<0.05) ; f O
Epi-LASIK 24 0. 63 0. 34D, LASIK % 0. 81 £0. 52D, /A&
KA 22 A B (1=2.234,P<0.05)
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HE 7 7 WOE TR A B BB B R (laser in situ
keratomileusis, LASIK ) & H BTG yT IR A9 E B F A7,
A P P T S S 4 B T RE S kA
JUE A AR AR DG I R DR G AR AR AR T 1 R
T HE 7 WO IR A A B B B8 R (epipolis laser in situ
keratomileusis , Epi—LASIK ) B9 H3 B A 3T A0 28 35 19 oy — 26
&, HETENA X Epi—LASIK 1 LASIK V477 I 9L BOG Y
XF FE AR A D | BB 3R B 2009-01/2010-06 17 Epi—LASIK
1 LASIK 3697 3 O B 8 LS R
1 XA *E
1.1 3% 28 2009-01,2010-06 B[] T A< B 452 Epi-
LASIK 697 % 32 1 64 R, Hirh B8 14 ] 28 R, % 18
1) 36 BR 4EH4 18 ~32 (K1 24.22+6.79) % | JE Y6 . BR
5% .-0.50 ~ =3.00D, H1:4% . —0. 25 ~ =5. 00D, Z55{k4E -1. 50 ~
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1 AREi—mREHR
205 n(B) VR (/&) AERy (XS, ) SERERBI(XES, D) BCVA(Xs)
Epi—LASIK 32 14/18 24.22+6.79 -5.26+3.15 1.08+0. 14
LASIK 63 29/34 23.26+5.63 -5.78+2.96 1.05+0. 11
P >0. 05 >0.05 >0.05 >0. 05
x2 AHWARNFANEEZABEBLLSHER (X%s,D)
151 A AV omo
I 1 I ¢
Epi—LASIK 0.77+0.64 3.58+0.71 0.48+0.25 0.63+0.34
LASIK 0.70+0.72 3.36x0. 83 0.44+0.36 0.81+0.52
P >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 <0.05

—7.50D; LASIK 3497 1 5% 63 14 126 HR , Horp 55 29 4] 58
R, 2z 34 1] 68 HE 41 18 ~ 35 (-4 23.26+5.63) %, @
JeRE BRBE . -0.75 ~ -3.25D , #:5%: -0. 25 ~ -5. 00D ; 4L
BREE-2.00 ~ =7.75D, WL3R 1, B B ARGEAL B3 B oA
240, 1 4H(#45-0.25 ~ -2.75D,Epi-LASIK 20 ] \LASIK
48 fily (I 4H (H:8E-3.00 ~ =5. 00D, Epi — LASIK 12 fi |
LASIK 15 1)) , 99 A5 A - 535 AR O B B AT E >2a,
0 5 b T Pl s 2 B 0 7 A, LE AR ) =00, 8., HERR TR I
PR B T O HR A5 5 1A A0 ) T e g Gl HIR o Fn 4 B MR
I , AR TS A B A BT L wike, B 1 A 42 M 5 57 T
BffI>3wk, ARATH Sg/L 22800 B IRV AN 1/ 1 3% B
IR 3 W/ d, #4E 3d, RJFFf DT 6mo.,

1.2 Fik  RATKEAEAHE IR A 7 (uncorrected visual
acuity, UCVA) FfEHF IEM JJ (best corrected visual acuity,
BCVA) | =R A 2 | 00 & 58 500t BT R 2 |
FANEHIE K ( Orbscan 11, Bausch & Lomb ) #6# | JE £ fik HR
JETT (CT - 80, Topcon ) HR & &, AR J& W 2% 15 45 £ 45
UCVA A IEHOE (38 1 f 15 Y B A ) | 38 50 & o 56
o, MK E Allegretto Wave #fE 531 #OGIRITAYL,
Moria M2 H shf{ 2 Ff AR JZ 7T (90um) , Moria Epi-K H 3l
FANE T B2 AR TT o AR AL 255 SO oh gE4s A  R A
I 5¢/L Z /R B A SR A 2% 18 R E, (1) Epi—LASIK:
Epi-LASIK f AR 10 &8 bR ic £ B A Fl e P14 e, >4 iR
JE A% 65mmHg B R Je A2 T I bR 43 88 1 R ( 2
MRS AL T S A B 2% ) |, SOt DI S S/ NE
BE(JGBEELAR 0. 85mm) , VIHI EA2 4 6.0 ~6. 5Smm, T 7 &
R I R PR JEE R A B 300um DL B VI 5E RS
0.2¢/L 223885 2 (MMC) A Fr B w5 152 118 £ I v o S 2 1)
Il X 20s , Mk M RS FF A RS b R e 2 A7, TR e B A e
FEM I T ARHR . (2) LASIK: A shis 8 A B A UZ T
VETEJE 25/ 100 ~ 120 wm (1) A 55 | 0CIT F B3, 340640
HIl R RSN GBS VTHIDEIX B A2 6.0 ~ 6. 5Smm, YIH|
S5O iUk SR SR, R AR S A, R JE Ab . Epi -
LASIK RJF55 1wk 2L Z A8 R IR 5 /d, 1g/L
LWRIIK ISR 3 Y/ d & 1e/L B TRAMTE IR Wk 6 /d,
T AR L R B J WU AR B Al 5%, I 1/ 3K TR T
MR 4 ~5 /d, B H sl 1,30 3 ~ Smo, RJFIR =
AR IR AR R T IR H 5, LASIK AR5 H 1g/L
KB IR I S 1/ L BEISTR AN IR W 3 W/d, #EZEH 1 ~
2mo, AJFHEDT . ARJG Lwk;1,3,6mo M7 43 HiI%F i 40 i 3%

UCVA JEYCIRAS BT A0 A B b JE 8] ( Orbscan 1) AR
N (A3 il R P T T ) (EAT R, o R H3O R A 5 b
JEIE (Orbscan 1) ¥y, R A E LT FARIE M
(haze) 77%% . FA I haze FRIEIZ IR Fantes (1990) 734% .0 2% .
FARESE 2B 0.5 9. FERBAT T AT 4k 2 A fe &k L
FERUCIRTE M 1 90 AE BRI R 25 55 R SRR, (H AN 52 i i
PSP EE 52 . A RS AR VR ok, 2 A, 2 5 v SO
FEMT RRESCH 53 . FA R B S YR e, O 58 T 2 &5 34 R W 5 4
KBTS,

Biit2E 43 1. R SPSS 11. 0 #4043 X 5 4 4 47 1k
B2 UCVA HWECR I X R B A IO K BBOL
BORH ¢ K5, K 3K 1A P<0.05,
2HR
2.1 R UCVA b8 ARJ5 6mo WiZH 8% UCVA iR
FIEA AR, 1 41 UCVA=1.0 % Epi-LASIK % 37 i}
(92.5% ) ,LASIK # 5 94 HR (97.9% ) , i R X L L4
IEE L (P>0.05); I 41+ Epi - LASIK & 21 R
(87.5% ) ,LASIK H 19 iR (63.3% ) , i R L £ 7 H
Giit=E X (" =4.055,P<0.05) .

2.2 Rjg BCVA LbE  ARJF 6mo, T 4 PiAR T E AR
BIAEIARTT BCVA, T4 h #2532 Epi-LASIK \LASIK {697 &
UCVA ik %) 88 5 R AT BCVA #4354 22 BR(91.7% ) .
20 iR (66.7% ), MAX LB ZRA G ITFEE L (¥
4.821,P<0.05)

2.3 %EHE ARJF 6mo, I 41 Epi-LASIK LASIK 5% 4%
BOBEE 235128 -0. 28+0. 27D F1-0.3120. 23D, Fi AL 2 [A]
M 2 RS 47 L (P>0.05) , T 44 Epi—LASIK |
LASIK #R A HOEE 4358 -0. 41+0. 30D F1-0. 74+0. 36D,
PR B 22 A Gt 27 L (1=2.672,P<0.05) .

2.4 RIREE  ARETS5 ARG 6mo, PR A X o 5 41 M L
St m W2 2, ARJG 6mo T 4P P AR X 2 [ 4 He 55 22
sG-S MHT M AR L R E R A G L (1=
2.234,P<0.05)

2.5 Haze AJi 6mo,Epi—-LASIK & haze &4 % . 5845
MHE 48 R (75%),0.5 2% 14 HR (21. 9% ),1 %% 2 iR
(3. 1% ) ; LASIK RJ5 %A &4 haze B

2.6 FAREXRHELE FEpi-LASIK Z A 2 IR b i il 1
AgEa R AR BRI, RIGTE R 1 2 haze, LASIK #
A 3R ABREE T /D i, 3wk P IR, YRR TG 5
Wil 54 IR PRER S A 0 2 AR oE B A IS T 2 R S, KRG 56
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2d B MPEJE IERE AN R AR T 53 1R AR R S IR AT
ANKEAE 1 TR AR RS L R A, R 5 A R R R O
RIEEET AR A W %, R G55 3d fF LB E S
I,
3 iTig

LASIK 7697 H R B I RO EAT PR 52 e R 1 1 A i
MG RS T RIS B T2 ez s k£
B GV AY F BR . (H B T LASIK A< B £ BB PR
Tl RAR DG I KA B AFAE X6 T SE R iR BE Y BRRE R 75 22 1Y
BERVIFARIE A PIIE4FE & 1 3 Epi - LASIK, Epi -
LASIK i [al oA in MHOE B F R4 T 0 —F R ks, )8 T
AR ER T VI F AR 1y Horp—Ff, Epi—LASIK 5 LASIK fY
F2 B DX A T A RSO A AN [R) G B ) P Rk
B E g T AR BB IR R X Ah iR Al T R
Bl AU 53 B A L R R R S A AR R
ST FRh b Rz, Epi-LASIK I VE /Y £ IR 24045
F A2 JELRE T 24k 60 ~ 80 wm , FLIREE A4 14— PR -
EUAR S5 B A 0 i B R RO I I ) ff R T 2 X
BANERAEBR  RRE T A EEE T A By — 4k, RO L BOs 4] 1
SRS, 1 B D 15 22 B0 8 0 R L #5 LASIK /8
R B AT12R ] Epi—LASIK 3697 I ALEOE , g H 5 LASIK
TRITHOCHT HERUR

Epi—LASIK J& Y7 ST ML A ROPE |22 4 PR F i v 15
FUABOR A (B 5 FTUE S ARBF R 45 R WoR T 4158
# ARJ5 6mo UCVA=1.0 # Epi—LASIK 1 LASIK 3% &5 ik
92.5% F197.9% , AR Z AR A G it 2250, i
Epi—LASIK F1 LASIK X R BOC B IERCR R 4F, A
B A AR 5 T 28 o P AR X B i IE RICR S T
2H , Epi-LASIK & F %% 87.5% , 1M LASIK &7 4% B i[5
&, UCVA=1.0 %% A 63.3% , 5 W4 T %5 B §OG Epi-
LASIK A% E M /T LASIK, 7R 132 2051 5 3,
R 6mo BHFEFRAHOCIAE T4l m T 1 41, AL
GRS ) A FESHIO: M1 B2 SR /)N Epi—LASIK il LASIK 5
4351 -0.28+0. 27D F1-0.31+0. 23D, & FEHOL B H 4
LASIK A97 )5 10138 B 508, 1 -0.74£0. 36D, ARJ5 6mo
BE AIEEOCIAR G A EOEE RAHRL, T4 Epi-LASIK
HHA L/ NT LASIK 5, 2 B AR J5 5% 4y 50 32 2202 ff K
SeEEE G, 78 HJE K Al BE R Epi—LASIK [ £ B 5
W, AR B A )Z , 298 70 ~ 80w, IR AR TR ) — 5K
PRS-, BERIUIHI G 1) FA I3 07 22 R 25 6 N B 8 B, A
Gy o | AR ARG B R T A IR 2 i e B R
FEL R A I T LASIK 9 £ S 52 B 45 5 | 4 A A
JEE b Bz A2 W T )2 B A SR 2 LR RS A R B O
¥5) AR5 F B 5 AR L 5 A 45 5 25 5 % B U/ N BE R
JE 5 B T A HOG 1R AY SRR 2 — D) 0GR G
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LB, X T =-3.00D MIHOEHRBER T Epi-LASIK
BT ARE UCVA IS S0 AT BCVA B He il , L]
X T i B B UAE 2R IR B2 55 7 i IERCR AR, 1Ml L2
Gy I T A ISR AT ARG ST R] LR Y
R, AT LA IR ™ A R AL T MR 4 /NEAN RS2 R, haze
SRR VIHIA G e WHIIF A iE 2 — IR A TP 06
RS JZ O 8 AR5 A I L 2 T iR R L A [R] e
) JILET 248 200 J 14 A 0 A0 i Sh S B AR ER 2K haze KA1
PRUL 114 haze 252 WAL ) o HE 3T IHOGTE ST f DT HI
AR (PRK) ARG haze & A5 3 HIFR B 4, H W
FEE SR, HES RO A IR b KRR B R (LASEK)
TREE T LB, H haze KA ARON IR, (H 1 B f 0 T 1T
T PSP T A4 o 2 AR 18 7 AR R S0 JBE 532 Wi 4
K. Epi-LASIK L FHHREGR 09 S0 8L A 5 iz 0 iR 1) 1 Bz
W 57 | B BOR AT YER R, I haze B %42 RAKT
LASEK, JEHIE AT B, T 1 Z¢LLT ) haze A&
SRR, ARWFIE X T A ROK G T -6. 00D [ 4
T MMC, MMC READ ] A1 5 JE 2T 4k 41 i 36 2=
ST UAA AL AN L BT Uk haze BYIE N, 45 2R R RS 6mo
Epi—-LASIK # RJ5 1 4% haze VA F & 15 96.9% , kK 'EHR %
FUE AR EEARAR , LASIK A5 H I AR A1 5 JF A2 18, 18
SMIBIVERITT B 5 B B , 2 J 3 AL T, T Epi—
LASIK 38 73X —4 NP TERG RS , S e BE /IO 3
feflt 7 3 — AR e, (HUE Epi- LASIK A 59 6 1 452
e, AT AR HR HR 9 5 T 5 2] 60mmHg, H A IR B i i
VER I )G, AR X LASIK Ok 1538 Jf e B 3T 4 A8 & AR R
FIRT R T JBE 5 125 A e I T R B A, AT AR T X g 3
PUBIOG ) SE A EA T AR A A AL I A P B0, 28 e e
H AT Epi—-LASIK 16797,

5 B JTiA Epi-LASIK Ifty7 i 8 HOGY 7 A0 BT 4 B
U AEFFROE=-3.00D HAFHURBE < -7. 50D B HOL
B AT Epi-LASIK J657 , R al s i A MMC, {H iz
7 R o ik — 25 R
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