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Abstract

e As a non - invasive ocular imaging tool, in vivo
confocal microscopy ( IVCM) provides micro - structural
information of cornea, conjunctiva and meibomian
glands at the cellular level to display their microscopic
structure features. IVCM supplies a unique advantage to
clinical applications and research in ocular surface.
Recently, application of IVCM has progressively
extended to the research area on meibomian gland
dysfunction ( MGD ) and on other diseases about
meibomian gland. Thus, this paper aims to summarize
the current knowledge about the role of IVCM in the
assessment of meibomian glands.

e KEYWORDS.: in vivo confocal microscopy; ocular
surface; meibomian gland; meibomian  gland
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30 ~404~, PG4 20 ~30 4, IF H 5 SHE . I
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S TR R T2 . 24 0 A R B e i A B e T
(1 R I 22 B2 A48, G i 2 R e B AR R IR AR AR 2
AERE RS ( meibomian gland dysfunction, MGD ) Jj& — Ff & #f |
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(B8 ) B AR A Jo i 1 ek Ry T BEARAE, T LA B
THARE A A A | R RS SR R | 4R 9 S RE TR e 0
MGD 7E AR A R B AE T, 2 B FH AT iz %
I, 2 HETEPR FOC T IRBER M RS Z —

TR S 4 B OB (in vivo confocal microscopy,
IVCM) & —Ff BAT 8 70 1A 1058 B AR AR A A R 2 15
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JRAA 53 W6 B | R T 9% AAH R FORG AR R SRR AL
IVCM AEA B F #E — 25 B W] MGD B4 BRAIL I,
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1.1 BREERE 2005 4F Kobayashi 25" & YAl IVEM W
2 4 {5 fd R N A BG: 65 AT HIR IG: 16 ARUBR A 45 A R AE L At
IR BIEE I T Bz 40 i el A AR AL B 22 AR b 2 AR 4
0, BUIAR ST 40 i IR 9 TR 40 B 2H A, B 5 B b Rz 4
FLERES IS I Rz 20 M AR BB /N, AR 290 10 wm, Horpif nf
DL UL B 25 5 PN B i B es o A5 T B2 A i 2 AT LA UL 3
K = OCAR L, AT RE S AN, 78 W) — )2 18 8 ] LU SR
1) 0L 240 A 007 Y PR AE B, B2 T R A R 2 T
DL A S 1) DR AR 540, 3 — S5 A A R S B AR R, B
Ja XA Zmse " 3s F IVCM WS IE B Y BR 45 JE A G
SERE A O EE AL, WFFT & B IE O I 45 15 1 R i JL 2
/NS bR AN s, b 3R )2 b Ry A A R P
SR RE M2 R A AZ AN R L 40 it B R v K
o AR/ MERE . ISR B4 K/MNES A —, 217
DI R N N = = s 11 R N1 B DB S
FEOPE o ol 2 DRV P2/ ) A i A o e il 5411 A 2]
B ARPR A D, 235 B ARCHR 4 A2 S A SO, T 400 o S 4 4
TR O, HAAR R A T L A L Rz A B TS 2
MBS A e AN R) L 7 20 it J2 A 502 33X 26 40 it 4B 5B
BRA, WEIEW—DY" I,

1.2 BHRAR  ITSBAEZ I AE D B TVEM B T g
WG A , i L L G A B AR T S R R, HE B 55, R
T A FR R B ST TR R 0 400 R 8 A, B e Ry
T, HL P ] IR B G414, i R [R] J5 p % 4 50 1
st 210 B . Efron 251505z F TVCM M bR T 31 478 H6:
MR, TT AR 31 R 1) i v 2 T IR AR 4 A i)t
— RS T BRI A R/ INEE— B 37 T T B AT Y L
LM AL, 1X R ST T R I A0 A A AR 4 B R R K £
EAT D /0 0 20 i 5 R RO, R P E A A A T RE 1Y
INHRE A B, AT A A B A BRI 38 S AN TR B T R
I 6 200 Y P 40 L J5E Sy B S A0 T L R R 1) 20 i
oo AN B P20 53 T IVCM W< B0 3 i e 4
Y B A i T 11 252 (B0 s TR | Hh 222 J ~F- b B2 400 Jf 34
LM AL, HAR 29K 30 ~ 40pum, FF 1 v g 5 IS X, 3%
BERIF AT 45 A BT PRATTR G AR R P A ) S5 A A IR 2 Y
NN

1. 3 RIRARBEE ER T I Obata %5 7 i H 56
T AU AR BE & AF 0% A8 A W 5T, Al AT S 2% 3] il o 4F
4 A3 G M T 7 PR S AR B T oA DL Bk, B
f6: AR 14 2 10 BE ) BBl 2 A, B S A BF RO R T
AN I A fe ) 5 K AR B AR AT & PR B A AR
B4 K G R R R 0 20 B 25 40 A D R A i R
b MR AT WA A0 LA B A W) O B P S I, Wei 45
BRI IVEM WLEE 40 A W) 4F 3% B 8N, & B IG: 45
JIESPARER: 200 b 2285 32 R G A e 76 25 5 i AT 1% 1 1944 o
A1, (L 255 S A 2L JEC I Rz 440 i 25 5 R B A 3L S0 40 b % 1 7
ARTRAERS 2R 0L B 2254k, e, Villani 25706 TVEM
N FH T SEEAN [] 47 8 B2 v I HIR 3508 >tR: 1o £t e A, itk —
A UE S G 2 A I O B WG A i o 23 R /D IR AR
AR BRI U S B | IR TR RE R Y AT PR, HL X
SR 60 2 LA ABEYS 60 % DL ABE L MR
BEABATT o BN A, S54RI S MGD 5 P Fh 2 B 5
(1) F T 00 7 22 4 R 960 55 B8 1) 0/ 5 B80T S A R 1)
ZE45(2) BT IR - i B 28 T R, b A7 2
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2.1 BRI ES R EMNESKET MGD
T2 IR UG % 5 K %) R e A TR A AR T ) 4
FARRAR | 33 oA Ak K T BTG 5 43 W s TH 78 i
AR R T IR Y A EE R N, TVCM AT LA & b id
SR IS TG % 16 2% ) B %) 6 40 R IG AR S5 L U T 25
GERE . Messmer 25 VRN IVCM BF 5T 16 A I AH G 92
5, WLEZ 12 B A G 5 %/ 16 BRUIR R B MGD [ iR, &
IR ATT 0 o S B K BRI A F 11 Ak BHZE ; 53 AME
19 151 B AT G 2% 98/ W AR B 48 171 8 MGD B 5 T A 15 51
ERE R IG5 1 i 200 i 2 R I 2 KR A s RO
SEANM . BEJS Matsumoto 2532 FH IVCM #1595 &30, Jlf i
S8 55 G M R 2 2 AR BE G A R 4 0 B 0 &R fRURE Sk,
TR 76 LA 5 WG i 25 20 R TG A R 4 0 R ) 22 1E A
Kk, A EETOP B ] IVCM BF5E & 3L, MGD 1 6
R B S B 7 1) o B AN 2 2 o B S 9 BRAR S
B Al R ok MR ZE 4 R 6 £ 2 Ak R v IR T R
S 210 BRI 5 25 40 1 i 76 2 B R Y B AR A OF IR
INFIL BB 5 B AR, ZE A 3 %) J1 340 57 0 14 440
SERIH DS R B R Z AR AL U

3R MGD 7E IVCM Hr G AR B 4548 FDB S iy ek 2z, 3R
W RO 5K IR ZE 40 | 16 2T 24 1 R o0 48 i 4 3 10
J& MGD [ EE bR . v i 760 2 8 R R ot LA 2 T LA
AL I K LS A5, A N 12 R B4 MGD (1) 5 22
2.2 THRFEMEIEBEHMREESKNE THRIK(dy eye
disease , DED) J&—F 2 [H K 51 & (1 HR 50, £ 1H I
AR RHAEER JHRS S T R RE R
FINE AN 2 6 S H 455 DED 7 T 598 BN & 0%
RA 5% ~35% 77 HH LW KRB AT, i MGD &
51 7% & 1k i A IR EEE N ) Villani 552 H
IVCM 5% & B, 78 T 1 275 & 1 ( Sjogren’s syndrome, SS)
FIMGD B IR A AR 5k . gk & v T 08 25
A 1iF (secondary Sjogren’s syndrome, SS 1) AY-F ¥ AR ¥ &
10 7042 um , MGD [9-F- I BR 0 B AR R 106£41 pum , 117 5
KT 2 A E ( primary Sjogren’s syndrome,SS I ) A -
YINRi B A2 A 53431 wm, 5 X%t BB ZH (53 + 14 um) 41 HE TG HH
i 225 SS T AT SS T 3 A G AR 11 SF- 25 LA 40 301 Ay
27.8+5.9um 1 20. 6+5. 1pm, 4 B & /N F X FR 4
(34.7 £4.3um) , {H MGD 41 I fi Iif 7+ 11 B 72 R 50 +
9. 1pum , BN HEZH B S 340 5 SS T AR 38 118 G A0 it e 6 2%
(138+69 ~/mm’) B @34 {5 SS 1T 41 A1 MGD 41 )] B &,
WL Ay 97 £43 57421 AN/mm’ . MAMEATIE &I,
FE DED EE AT A% A 760 R R o 1] B AS 349 59 1 1 S
R AR AL, ISR BR 0 0 I SOG I BaR , eAh B
2 UVIESE DED SR Y IO AR B 2T 2 Ak R0 v 25 4
BT e, BEJG ] a2 A TVCM & B A i 14 SF- 247 i .
AL, & BT HR E IR ™ A BR v i AL R 691. 87 +
182.01wm®, 5% & + HRAE /9 B o i A2 A 992,17 +
170. 84pm’ , AT & DED B35 i IR B K B A2 FD IR
e BRI IE B /)N, LR DR B AR i B AR
/N BRI IVEM A B 16 K B= A= 58 A B DED A1
MGD A1 , by S 15 R 97 B A — 2 Ak i
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2.3 AFEEMERBENKETBEMIESYET MK
Hefil % (contact lens, CL) A9 FH 7F 4 BRAR 38 | 4K 1 7%
CL BB ( contact lens wearers, CLWs ) H T R E & —
AN LAY S, Arita 51 KB, 7R K 28 CLWs b fil
TR G AR R 45 4, ELESG AR CL 42 o R 4R 4 i, Bl
JEAESES ¥ TVEM B T WLEE CLWs 14 16 A A 0 g A
JE B A6 RIS 10 45 | R I CLW's 2 100 B o B A28 73 /0N | T g A
FE OB AR ENAR K 5 B AR 50 W0 00 5 ' 348 3 L S g ] i) R AS
A RN, {85 XF B4 M EL R 0 8 R H AT A AR
b, TR EEIFEERNZL S CL Bl AR a4
JEAT AR AR S e S s ) K AR B ARG, P
AbAT T G AR 3 67 Ak 5 CIL X G AR A AL 5
A K XU 1 — 2 R BUR A F45 (1 BHLZE | 1A
Sk CIL Sk G % P P e L 3 T e 075 & s A R A 1
B ML
2.4 FHEMHRREFHEREEBRMESRET Sk
MR 95 J — P i WL B IR RS, AN BE R R Y
209% 7 ,H P B2 45 5 % (vernal keratoconjunctivitis ,
VKC) FlEE S5 M IR 25 B4 ( atopic keratoconjunctivitis,,
AKC) S ARl o 8 O A0 3o B R R 5, G AR 110 28
A A 3 SOk HR 2B T e DED ARl 1 F AR Y,
2011 4F | Le Z&7 32 H] TVCM WL%E 26 1] VKC 3 1
SERRIE | Sz THL G AR R T A K A AR DU 4 A, Bt
J5 A BFIE RS 3B ] IVEM AT LA ZE 3] VKC 20 1 i
700 JE) PR AT A %) BT U3 A D, 7 G 45 AR VK e Ay B
B, TR KB VKC 2109 BRI 58 B b I 5 %o R 2 A0
117 ELRR s P A IR G 8 RO, o5 — N R
K BRIE:, VKC 11 9 i 41 0 2 185 5 i 760 28 185 2 ) b ) A
b, DR 4 I, G A 2 L T RE 2 B2 1) G Al A
HILER B2 T30 MGD , H 14 75 1 — A5 F 98 398 F 3 o 4
W, Tbrahim %132 H IVCM 14 R WEZ 5] AKC A9 6 Al iR
SEFRE R AL B R, A0 AKC B 1R A R
PRI FE N 1192 A4/mm” , BB ZER MGD (1) g & 5
A0 B (712, 9 A~/mm®) FIIE B X B 40 At i JB) 4 4 4t
P (60. 6 A~/mm® ) B 53N ; MRV i K E AR A 43. 8,
ANFIEH AL (59. 9 ) 5 MR 900 17 B 646 um® 55 1 K 41
(716. 5um®) Fl MGD £ (2119. 5pm®) U8 /)N 5 Jif 10 55 BE
40. 1 A/mm? BOEH 4 (120. 1 A/mm?) B B IEAK ., A4
WLELE] AKC 1 I AR AR 2T 2 AL 72 B2 LU BH 2278 MGD B ™
GINRE e i) SO =2
2.5 BMBREYMBEERWEREBREMINESRT
SR DA T 4 RS RS 12 PE R R W B R
( chronic graft—versus—host disease,cGVHD ) & Jj5 R /5
Hidr 60% 23 H B0 HR &8 3 & AE , 1 LA DED e by 2 0L,
2515 50% ~60% ", MGD A5 —H UL A IR I &
HR G HRIE 47, 8% ), R T8 MR M P tE 0%
4k % VT IRAE ( DE/cGVHD) By 6 A B TE 745 24 ) BF 53 401
R/ Ban %' k32 B IVCM #F5% DE/c GVHD i
WRTE & 28tk A AT & B0 06 A AR AR I %5 2 fE DE/
¢GVHD 1 2 57.8 £38.3 ~/mm’, B & X T % M8 41
(88.8+26.6 ~/mm”) ;cGVHD 41 14 g 10 & 1 445 i1 gt 4
ok 37,3224, 4pm A1 17. 711, 8pum, 44K T~ XF B
H ., M1 % B DE/cGVHD Y Jif A4 ) B ™ o 25 45 f &7
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Aol A5 IFPEAT 980T 40 M iR W, R O At AT A AE
DE/cGVHD Ay HR & I A& A, B A i 4F 4 fb = 3y
MGD b E R Z, B IGARR B 2F 4E 46X MGD 11 1R 19
APy VT NS
2.6 BRI EMMEENT Ik, ENA
2EF AW TVEM R T35 AR 1936 77 LUOULEE X R 2= 45
P RTHG AR AR A B I 4T g 2011 AR, TR L TR
IR BT G AR 25 9 5 I6 B R 45 4 RN ) RE Bl AR A T
7500 2013 4F, Agnifili % g IVCM BFgE £ W], K
O T G HR 259 3 A UG A 76 2 5 R 94 i AR
B H LD BRI N A R BT 43 M) SO R B G Al R T
F 5K B 60 BE R R 960 (] B SO HG 5 , X S AR b
FHZEAY MGD 75 &84 AL, {H 78 B ZE 7 MGD H oK & 3
BRI T RRAS /N o W SE AR K B, 8 R B B 7 0 i B
BRI R, LG AR T B R R 9 18] B R A Sz vy B
BT ARSBE RS RR KLY, &A =5 50N
U BT SGHR A YT H AR RRAR Fr)k g B AR Ak | 2 B
il AT e i T2 aE e RIE B S e S N 5 R, T ARE
V7 T RE A G AR R AR A R 28— 20 X SefF SR AT DL 1,
IVCM A e WIS 22 09 f BE 48 /R BT DGR 259 5 RS IS Al
RREEHE DI RE S5 BRI
3 IVCM 7ERSHR B Th B8 FE 7% i BO2 BT 52 A

i PR L PP/ B A R T B 119 7 1 A WG A 4 A A
AR AR ZRER A 3BT WS ARSI | $5 300 246 14 4 - B
AH 9 5 B 2 TH W28 kR | IS A AR 1% D
IVCM™ | FL¥E 2008 4F Matsumoto 254 45 1 | i o 25 i I
BRI AR S N2 WA PE A MGD () 5 B2 S50, b AT T30
T MGD B 1T IR A2 5 R 47. 6+26.6 4~/mm” , B
BARTFIER 4 (101. 3£33. 8 4A~/mm’) ; BRI A2 K 98. 2+
53. 3pum, KT IEH 4 (41. 6211.9um) o 1 T4 4955 651
D T KRB o — P X S SR, e AT
G ST WG A R I R T | AR R A A B B TR 12
Wi AT H BH 2E B MGD R EE E AR L B S 2 T E
FTUAO B BRI R B LA R RE 4N M A
R IVCM M MGD 824k, HiX 56240 5 1H i 1)
e IR TG ISR W DI R IS AR B R
R HFIENE . 2010 4, Thrahim 2507 SRANHRE T 5 1 5
KAZ (MGALD) | Bif 0 £ 4 42 ( MGASD ) | % E 41 it %% )&
(1CD) FIBR 1% FE (MGAUD) 7 MGD FY32 Wr 5 {8 73 1) 2
>65um ,<25pm . >300 N/mm’ f<70 /mm’, {EX LS
Wi {A h , MGALD 1% 2 801k s S 7k 43 Sl 02 90% i
81% ,MGASD 1 & B F R 5 P 53 ) 52 86% F1 96%
ICD A REPE AR PR 100% | 336 2 B (1) S ek A
R4 50 M 81% F181%

BT kiS5 TVCM 38 0] LU R R 6 A
S AN ML B (A/mm?) |, R FRATEEAE T MGD 1) R AE
PERZS . Bl — TR 55 W1, TVCM AT RLWLEE S X i6
P MGD £ B I 235 15 98 RE 41 B b 55 1R 1 MGD 85 ) IS
G5 T i 20 MO B30 1 R 65 T i AT L 2% 8 A A R Y
MGD B IR IEH AL 5 A%, FLJE 40 i 2 5 5 TH It
SAET ] 52 00 25 A B0 AF DG | R AR Y 7 E AR B (OSDI
43 ) 5 R IE AR S R 06 46 Y e i sy 5 R
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B2, SR, X 28 2 8000 BARE W B 2 4l 1k d 3%
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4 B4
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R A K E‘Jt@ o
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