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Abstract

e Corneal confocal microscopy can be used in the real -
time, noninvasive, high - resolution corneal structure at
the cellular level, which has been widely used in corneal
disease research. This recent
advances in corneal confocal microscopy in the study of
infectious keratitis, dry eye, keratoconus, diabetic
peripheral neuropathy, and clinical studies to guide
corneal transplantation.

o KEYWORDS: corneal confocal microscopy; infectious
keratitis; dry eyes; corneal transplantation; diabetic
peripheral neuropathy; keratoconus

review summarizes

Citation; Cheng MY, Cao XQ, Wang LN. Advances in the
application of corneal confocal microscopy Guoji Yanke Zazhi ( Int
Eye Sci) 2017;17(12) :2278-2281

WE

AR AL A2 B 145 ( corneal confocal microscopy, CCM) RETE
YL AT S AR A | T R A B2 e e )

T2 T AR B B9 o A SOGT f J5E B A I A e Uk

YPE A RS TR | [5E H0E A T W PR s o) Lo 2 728 LA K%
B A RS AE Y I R I S B i e i A T 2k

SRERIA) A ML IR AR 0 U 5 AR A 5 T AR 5 AR SRS A M

BRI T Bl 22 22 5 52 0 5

DOI;10.3980/j. issn. 1672-5123.2017.12. 21

2278

SR AR WA EARR. AR AR R B T R
[ BRIR R 2017517 (12) :2278-2281

05lF

FR I AR B 50455 ( corneal confocal microscopy, CCM) LA
HOEROEIR, BA R PR (Tam) 15 WA PE AT, i i
S AT, AT LA AR IO 14 £ s 2 U A0 B Y
PRI, 2 1 R DA 200 B 7K ST TR AR5 9 s BRLATL 1 11 B 22 40F
RFEEBZ—, 20 2 90 4E4R, Cavanagh GV KIRE T
TR D 7 B £ W B X A B A S AR A 70 A B R b
FREAR  JF R T IR IS A £ R e IR FBH2 W h
HNE A, 7R 25 1Y 20a [H], CCM K 25 78 IR 3R SR B
bR AR BRIz, O W S AT LR P . 5 DA
AR AE T IE A L, CCM A LU AR (1) RO A6,
SyERR T EURTE M, SR A5 %2 34 800 £5 5 (2) T H]
TWLEE b Je 5 i LU 28, g JELAORS i 1) TR B S L, 38
AT S A R AL B L 5 (3 ) S — P e £ P12 1k T
B AR RIAT 6 A A T A A, FLIZ W BRPE 3 | X
Pk A AR 25 B 70 95 93 I S [R) sl 30 o A2 A 2, D IR T
B,
1 CCM EERHEREXPRIRA

BRI AR (fungal keratitis, FK) J2 IR B3 H R4
PR R 2 — TR TR A R BB J 22 4R R i A1 3B i 1
THEEAUS S oTAE R CCM & IS [R] Y EL TR 7E
BE T A AT FLANURR A RE R - B T TR 1 A R AR S A ) TR
22 7% £ I 5 2 S AR ASORE R RO, T TE TR BE B 2 R 3
LA g b DA A P A 5 7 TR TR R g P A I A g A v
A TR 22 A, T A R B BT = AT HICPE 1 96 AR 1
JRLIREAE | ik B T A4 A 1 R it T R R XA T 22
055 HOR T RA S 70 TR A LS 5 A 16 R TR kXY
W22 K H HHR A B R E A 50 T I £ Tt . B
J&i Daas %7 % 1 BBE N WREE BIRFAAF M B BR TR 22 1) F8 o 1k
T PRATT UG T RGBT R0, T AN FH 46 A A T 55 7% 2
PCR %5, Kheirkha %" 38 1 LB BRI A | 2004 B 95 1%
oAl B AUBE — AR A Dy VR I PR R AR S v i IR A R
SR BB W I P 25 R e g R b
Fe e, AR AR R KT 3mo A IS I PH I SR IR, s At
Xof AR AU R e AN K, TR 5 R B A e R Y R P
BN, TR TR 220212 R4 ) 0 T M 1 B A J
R 1) 2B, AR M £ Wl AR mT e T IR S A A A
ORAR B, Ay LA M A IR 0 B 492 W R T B AL T
WA
2 CCM 77 B oK 2 14 fa B ¢ v i) Iz A

BT AC 2L A 4 (acanthamoeba keratitis , AK) J5 F&
1, i R R I 2 g B R o, 6 SR S R 9 A 7 9



Int Eye Sci, Vol.17, No.12 Dec. 2017 http . //ies. ijo. cn
Tel.029-82245172 85263940  Email . 1JO. 2000 @163. com

B IRHB BT R P4 ) 5 4 R IR A S Bz e % | o 1)
R B SR BAPE AR, HAG SR A K (14d) , RSN SE IR
R BT R B 785 R G A 2 4 i LA S 2 ) R AR T, O
A 1 4 M S A R S A L R T R KR 2 R, (B
A IS b Bz 4 R RN S J5T 20 B A T BT, FR T X g b s 3
S, ALK B R AR B T 2 R R RS, A
WL R RN EAR 10 ~25um S5 E% ARk
SEROG ARG SOG B BT /MAR s 55385 0 , 358 4 o] WL
RUZBE, 9 P 4N B T 80 i SR, B2 2 10 ~
12 pum /N BT K 40 9 1) 25 4, Ly A 2 RL S A, ]
SHATSMY . Huang %1 XF 18 BIHHIZ R AK (R
FEIG R IZ W A v (AN TR ) [R] 25 26T CCM 4, 2 1oy
BT ICRE 3 B A3 A AR, A0 9% o %) e R AR TR B A
W IARYE RS RO BUEIRIT R X 4 BilTE 4 A%
RS v 4 e 30408 e LR TR R B TR 1 R R AT TR YT A
NRERS L, 1T AR PR SEIR YT, B BUS T RIFAI7 3, 2014
4F Zhang 5" d ] CCM XF AK H A I 507 X dE AT 16
) 2 9 A8 52 R 1) B R P B TR B A8 2 A A AT, A
AT LA R 4 e A, R0 7, i L k3 I A i
BAHA G I HER RN, 12 Wi R R IR BB K B A
JEE R B —Fh AT ST B
3 CCM 2 452 fs H1E MR X F R K A

PAALTE 2R TR A IR R (herpes simplex virus keratitis
HSK) J2&: % UL IR R 30E PR G 2 —  7E TR | A SR 25 1
7« [ P ZR 350 XA 1 TR B4l 12505 2 ( HSV ) 1 1AL 775
FRPE R 8 92% ), CCM R HSK £ JIE A RRAE 2 B0 A8 458
D — MRl WL HSK [ IR = b R At A T AR O, N R
D)3 R RIS M L L 3138 15, L Rz RS 2 T DL AR A
RO R E " HETAY B I HSV 97 R JE e
JE AR = X, — B AR AT s R AR IR R
5. BT HSV Mg 2 145 5 HSK A Rl 22 452 40 1 WL X
. Miller % 7 CCM FWEZLH| ) HSK [ E2 F
P2 NSO AL P AT A B M2 2T 0 o SCBRRAIR,
P YL HARAR /N, R ek R ERAE S, PR A YR 4
FEFRE S K Je Gl & A IR R AR e, i — 2 ] T
HSK A JE0 5% B 5 9B 19 & A= HL . Hamrah 2500 00 0
523 HSK FR 3 Bl 5 FA RS IR 0T 1) 25 2%, I Bz 200 it % 188 R K
ANEIUIN, HSV BURHLEIE 44, 8 T8 F 16 IRF 58 B3R
7 MKHE HSK B K A8 AL 1T 43 4« b 2 A (EPT) | JE T
RI(STT) K N 2 B (EDT) "7 2015 4E 4 e R4 i o
CCM Xt 86 4] HSK & A7 g, 25 R B/ EPT 4 R )2
R BR b Rz A0 MR ek R4 B Bk /b, STT 4 b 3R )2 1
B A 735 S5 40 B A R A0 it 5 5k BEZE A ik D
EDT 44 P iz 40 it 50 e ok BB 2 /b, 9F B ceM T rf I
EPT 4 & 5 9 E I I AY 32 243 A% DU 4 il . 4%
10 ~ 15pmA1>15pm B9 BE AL ; 71 EPT ZHAH LG, STT 2
BEAAS1Swm 1B JE 92 5 40 i B ek /D s EDT v 2 5 R
SE SN R EAR 10 ~ 15um BUE 4000, 7T I, {8 F
CCM A] LT I WLZE AN ] 2 A0 HSK £ I [ A 40 i A2 5 48
JiE S5 A0 B AR TR 22 5
4 CCM EERIEBEF Ay rH

CCM F= %27 FH T AT 95 28 AR RS04 % B85 0 T, 40 7%

PR B, A I Bl 1 X559 DI T 2 15 0 K | i 0 21 2 PR 4
N R AL @ COM WLEE 52 W4T IR B Z £ i
BT ARIGIT FK B AR ATWE ] b 46 64 B HTE
FA R N IR A K, 6 1) Ay TR A A 15 PN AR R T B A K HL
JRIBRF A B rh e 2, S S B TR AR A A AR A St
FHBIT ARG REVTR &AL 2 ], S, 34 A oM
WL 71 51 25 35 VA B AL HE R 5 5 A P 2 1 1
HE . ARJG 1mo £ IEAE F-rh AR WS BIT-fa] #h A7 AE s R 3
6 12mo, FANEHL A | Hz T #ft 2 R b 28 1 2R SR 34 1%
WA, HARJS 12mo, FiA #2047 4 55 1E 8 f 5o 22 47
Y ORIR] RO AN K AL, T eEN
FA NSRS AR A G #ih 28 A 32 Z2 P PR 28 095 T T 22 S 40K
It CCM XF AR5 Y F B A 2 AR 004 7 B 5% 2 Y B UL 5
HAEEMNME, KAWL X 11 FIFT IR B2 A IR R
ARG )R (7 05 P e A B, 4 4610 D H I R A AR )
FIFH CCM #4742 MW EL , ke LA J5 A s i b Bz
Y, b R A B RE RS 2 R ) 2 BTSSR R A G
R 25 5 B A A ) A AR X A /0N HE S s 25 58L , HE I A
FERE R AR 2 AN I 58 42 2 25 TIE R TR, W Sl 4 4 41
N A JE IR A R PR A T SR T4
F RPN B2 RS R 4 AR A, TC S8 IR TR YT T E A P
ARRYE L A0 Fuch MR R B IR A R B | Jie 52 7F
CCM T ULEE 21 A B 45 J2 1) 16 AR B 285 22 R AIE < A BSE DY B2
JE X DLRRCREEIE , AR 20 ~ 60wm , Ji5 B0 A7 5 B | S Ak
T2 ] LK T G DX &5 4, R O BT ROl 3 ok 4
Bowman JJER] UL Ry kP 5 0 XA L 45 ) 3% F AR IR K
Jifr 1 R P B B TE 1 A 1Y) BB, CCML 7 400 it )23 1 Ay 3 i
RS RS AL T F AR
5 CCM M & TR fix f FE M 4B AR 24K

FHIR 5 B B M AT A 3 o ) R AR R
—, CCM ] WL~ HIR o5 F 5 T 8 BE AL A B b 7o A B | Bz
AR MR FE N 751X, RO 5k 5 200 e [) B0 5, JRa S I Bz 40 it
Befst HESRG S , T80 B B I R R R A
G, AR LR R M A Y By SRR R OEAT S
R0 ZRLF AN S KL 36 AR 2014 4R A7 IR S0
it CCM X} 35 1917 % 5o 5 28 - MG B8 B R e 4 Al b 47
MR, S B A R e 1 R J2 B DOT 20 B 349 %% A 1
FA BRI, B BN SOR, e KER
Koo FIANA K IR B B AR AR AR 1 X A D
B K R P S S5 R B SO, T IE B A AR ROk, X
T DA 22 T RS 2% i aod 5 P HIR G 114 MR R 5 A i 2 il
- HR 5 BEAS A A AFF 52 B R ELWL, 2015 4F Kheirkhah 277
Xt 35 B[R] 2 78 (1 AR R AT SR, &5 R B T
AR 97 4 58 3 A b B2 B A D30 200 i 23 3 e K /N P L v
TFIEH AL, HrAp T H R WA 2 28 R0 0 T R s fB 3 1 iz 41
Jif % o kR T VH R A B 25 2 7 (189.8+36.9 vs 58.9+
9.4cells/mm*, P=0.001) , %t 7 AU HE 9% ( Sjogren e
TIE ) £ 25 1) U A 0L 30 200 i 285 5 B I 1K F 4R RE 78 T R £R
F o AN, CCM 34 ] 375 48 b W22 2 IR 22 08 5 2 19 T3 K
4,5 T B Y JEE R AE BG AR IR 2 BE B 1% ( meibomian
gland dysfunction, MGD ) P 1 HR i 1 i2 Wy v 1o B A 1R &
B E X, 2016 4, Azizi Z£ FI ) cCM % 30 i) MGD

2279



EiRRRIZE 207 F 128 F£17% F£12H
B335 :029-82245172 85263940

http://ies. ijo. cn
B85 {5%5.1J0. 2000@163. com

KB I o TR RS L Rz 200 o R R el 2 R I R R AT R
£, [ B 0 A7 TH A 24 bsf (] 86 ath YH W 43 Wb i 6 | i S H
V53 AR B0 A A SR A, 25 R R MGD 413X = T 45 b
B FIEH YR X5 CCM W EF) i = b ) 20 i
B IR T2 BRI N EY ., 5o, MR
JiR 6T AR W g RS 2, 5 ) A 0B, 2 B R R 7
AR A B R R 22— 2015 4R, A7 i
CCM &P AE LASEK . LASIK . Flex . SMILE DU Ff A [7] £ Ji
HEFARARK Y SMILE TR X f8 35 58 i I8 T pf 28 52 i
/N, [FIFER), Mohamed — Noriega %5 15 ft iR 1Y 3 4 52
55 IR & B SMILE AT f5e R PR BE £ B A BE b je 5 & 1, %oF
SR g ma /N RAEAR ST 2wk BT ISR B AHEE
IR 2380 32, T3 4 )5 M IER A AR 2R A e % | v >
A5 TR T 1
6 CCM ZE#E bR ¥ B Bl # 22 9% 25 sh 9 K2 R

W R 973 J&] FEl 4 2899 4% ( diabetic peripheral neuropathy,
DPN) 205 PRI B UL T 2 A, R B e AR i — T L) 2 0
BN LI AT, FEE A AR 0 B T DL ey
M fEpf 2 2 4 200 HE A BRI R U, B IR IA &
T 2 2T 2 ) e AR 5 D R o 2 s A A P LA R Sk
PR T L2 30 ok R £ R ot 20 2F 4k 1) A Ak, TEA W B s S
PSR PRI AE . Mitra 25150 X 34 15 2 HUBH FR %% &
H(H A I DPN 41 20 #l, S DPN 41 14 fi]) , >R H
CCM MR IFid sk Z M 3 M L T mIes, 45 R &
PUIE F O B (NC) 4L I b P B B, i b,
WEVRIEAPE DPN A I 1 2 T 4E K B 5 NC 204
FLICHT 22 5 (0 e il 47 8 0 3 0 . 1 2 A AR
5% DPN B3 f A 2 27 2 A 2028 55 Mt 25 R 57 485 1
MIFF, TEHEFLAED K 95 BDRE PR 9w B MR 4 o 22 4% Sk
SR N MZE BT COM 0 3 M M 2250 (L dE
LU E A0 % AR AR KT, EM)
DPN ZH 1) #5 T S pf 22 2800 T DPN 41, AT L CCM %
TP DPN HA — & 2 Wi (B,
7 CCM £ Bl § f F& 49 5z F

TR £ PR AN PR A 4 0 S I L DA 58 o 2 a0 A 1
AR TV 28 AT 5 A R 0 U ST R 5O 0 AS [ A B
B IE ) T BRI 90 . R b IR (R 24 240k 12
T 630 4 P = LA B v, LR T (R A A R 30012
W A — 7 B R R YE . Song 20 FHT CCM XA [i] Bisf 3
) [BR1 A £ 55 2 AT WL o B0« SO0 B8 s i o J2 T
PATHRM T IS LS54 5 36 T2 RS 80 2 MR, It
B I TZ ; G 30 4 35 T U2 ¥ LR K B 8, 3 s 451 D
AN AL SRR, Descemet 15 5] B3 5 AT 52 7 BOIR a1 ik
SRR B AR R BR 2 G 008 AN R | J2 181 B 155 I
SERRIR 50530 51 1T D Ao 22 2T 4k 15 185 5058 kb B A
P, AT DAAE — 52 B2 BE b 4l By 158 4 ) B8 19 12 W7, Jordan
ETIIEE COM R 38 1 (B4 A AT A8 I TF A U £ R i
PR AR AR, | S B A -5 1 IF 5 T ot 28 DA 5 4 2 2 T 35
FANM 45 RS 12mo TP 38 5 M 28 DA 52 4 Fi A LA B £
JIES 2 0 P 7, i 35 O R A S P B S A2 R, TR R T K —
FARM 2] Fri,

Zr LR, CCM 2 —Fh R 42 A M 19 2 LA A 7 12,

2280

FH T 53 A A i Ak f B R 28 27 4 W i s 1 A A 2 2
UL AR IR A B R R M 2 A | T MR K% A T
P AT AR S5 7 T A4 B8Ok B2 RN H . BIR CCM R
AWk D ABTE AR RAE S5 20 WL 7 AR SR AA A2 7 v B
0 Jry BR A, S — TU(EL A FR AT 25 JE AL BIF ST L R R I I Y
B,

&% 30k

1 Cavanagh HD, Jester JV, Essepian J, et al. Confocal microscopy of
the living eye. Clao J 1990; 16(1) :65-73

2 Bourcier T, Dupas B, Borderie V, et al. Heidelberg retina tomograph
ii findings of acanthamoeba keratitis. Ocular Immun Inflam 2009; 13
(6) .487-492

3 Nielsen E, Heegaard S, Prause JU, et al. Fungal keratitis—improving
diagnostics by confocal microscopy. Case Rep Ophthalmol 20135 4(3) .
303-310

4 BREL EMAR) ) GRERAE. ARIRVE MRS R A . IR R
2008 ; 28(10) :749-753

5 Wu TG, Wilhelmus KR, Mitchell BM. Experimental keratomycosis in
a mouse model. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci 20035 44(1) :210-216

6 KU, BEgE, SR, AE. W LB BB T EUR I A8 O L
FE B R T, TR AR SEIR IR 2016 34(2) :155-159
7 Daas L, Viestenz A, Bischoff M, et al. Confocal microscopy for the
diagnostics of fungal keratitis. Ophthalmologe 2016 ;113(9) . 767-771

8 Kheirkhah A, Syed ZA, Satitpitakul V, et al. Sensitivity and
specificity of laser—scanning in vivo confocal microscopy for filamentous
fungal keratitis: role of observer experience. Am J Ophthalmol 2017
179.81-89

9 Kurbanyan K, Hoesl LM, Schrems WA, et al. Corneal nerve
alterations in acute Acanthamoeba and fungal keratitis; an in wvivo
confocal microscopy study. Eye 2012; 26(1) ;126-132

10 Huang P, Tepelus T, Vickers LA, et al. Quantitative analysis of
depth, distribution, and density of cysts in acanthamoeba keratitis using
confocal microscopy. Cornea 2017;36(8) :927-932

11 Zhang X, Sun X, Jiang C, et al. A new in vivo confocal microscopy
prognostic factor in Acanthamoeba, keratitis. J Frangais Dophtalmologie
20145 37(2) :130-137

12 Lin H,He N,Su M, et al. Herpes simplex virus infections among rural
residents in eastern China. BMC Infect Dis 2011;18(5) :69

13 A3, I L I DR AE S B AR A RS R R AR
LR R 2015333 (5) :474-477

14 Miiller RT, Pourmirzaie R, Pavanlangston D, et al. In vivo confocal
microscopy demonstrates bilateral loss of endothelial cells in unilateral
herpes simplex keratitis. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci 2015; 56 (8) .
4899-4906

15 Hamrah P, Sahin A, Dastjerdi MH, et al. Cellular changes of the
corneal epithelium and stroma in herpes simplex keratitis : an in wvivo
confocal microscopy study. Ophthalmology 2012; 119(119) :1791-1797
16 WAL AF, S Aff . MR 2. b At AR AR Hh RCHE 2007
285-289

17 Nagasato D, Araki—Sasaki K, Kojima T, et al. Morphologica changes of
corneal subepithelial nerve plexus in different types of herpetic keratitis.
Jpn J Ophthalmol 2011 ;55(5) :444-450

18 ARIGEAE, ERNME, KA SE. R [RIZEAY Sk 75 1k £ 6 2% £ 8 A 4
FAEAE 3 2R M BB W6, o I S IR B 2% A 2015533 (3) .
245-249

19 Wessel JM, Bachmann BO, Meiller R, et al. Fungal interface
keratitis by Candida orthopsilosis following deep anterior lamellar

keratoplasty. BMJ Case Reports 2013



Int Eye Sci, Vol.17, No.12 Dec. 2017
Tel :029-82245172 85263940

http.//ies. ijo. cn
Email :1JO. 2000 @163. com

20 @A, RS, LA RIER S IRARUZE MRS ALIR T E A A
PR I RO, [ S A IR B 2474 2010 28(2) :155-157

21 fese, G, 2515 BV IR AR S LTt A i L AR
WSS, EARERIR 2 2016, 337(3) :370-375

22 IRFYE, AT, TREUB MRS 22 M A 41 248 1
Bewgg. FhAEIREN R 2007; 43(10) :936-939

23 JkEE, Ak, EAR. AN BRI R, BEoEt
% 2015;8.889-892

24 Jie Z, Patel DV. The pathophysiology of Fuchs’ endothelial
dystrophy—A review of molecular and cellular insights. Exp Eye Res
2015;130:97-105

25 Kinard KI, Smith AG, Singleton JR, et al. Chronic migraine is
associated with reduced corneal nerve fiber density and symptoms of dry
eye. Headache ] Head Face Pain 2015;55(4) :543-549

26 ML, SRBC, Fets, 5. SRR WA 28 R A T IR IR R 5 4
M. BUAUEYEAEE 20145 14(15) :2893-2896

27 Kheirkhah A, Rahimi DR, Cruzat A, et al. Corneal epithelial

immune dendritic cell alterations in subtypes of dry eye disease: a pilot in

A2

£

vivo confocal microscopic study. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci 2015; 56
(12) :7179-7185

28 Azizi S, Ugak T, Yasar 1, et al. Evaluation of the corneal layers in
meibomian—gland —dysfunction—related dry eye by in vivo slit—scanning
confocal microscopy. Semin Ophthalmol 2017;32(3) :377-384

29 WA, Aok, AR AR ORI A B T AR SRR I T M 22 Y
m. [EPRIREF 24 2015515(8) 114291431

30 Mohamed—Noriega K, Riau AK, Lwin NC, et al. Early corneal nerve
damage and recovery following small incision lenticule extraction
(SMILE) and laser in situ keratomileusis ( LASIK). Invest Ophihalmol
Vis Sci 2014 ; 55(3) :1823-1834

31 Shtein RM, Callaghan BC. Corneal confocal microscopy as a measure
of diabetic neuropathy. Diabetes 2013 62(1) :25-26

32 Petropoulos IN, Alam U, Fadavi H, et al. Corneal nerve loss
detected with corneal confocal microscopy is symmetrical and related to
the severity of diabetic polyneuropathy. Diabetes Care 2013; 36 (11)
3646-3651

33 Mitra T, Piyara B, John M, et al. Corneal confocal microscopy for the
diagnosis of diabetic autonomic neuropathy. Muscle Nerve 2014 ; 52(3) .
363-370

34 LM, BERTE, Lo, % ML BB TR B
WAL YIS WT (. hARBE 2% 20155 95(35) :863-866

35 GGG SL, 2RI, BOUT, A5, AR IR AR IR X 2 BB B S L
ZAERTSWAN . T RG24 20165 8(8) :457-462

36 Song P, Wang S, Zhang P, et al. The superficial stromal scar
formation mechanism in keratoconus: a study using laser scanning in vivo
confocal microscopy. Biomed Res Int 20163 2016(3) 7092938

37 Jordan C, Patel DV, Abeysekera N, et al. In wvivo confocal
microscopy analyses of corneal microstructural changes in a prospective
study of collage cross-linking in keratoconus. Ophthalmology 2014 ; 121
(2):469-474

2281



