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Research progress on the effects of femtosecond small incision lenticule

extraction and other refractive surgeries on corneal biomechanics

WANG Yingli, ZHANG Shaowei, YANG Yanning
Evye Center, Renmin Hospital of Wuhan University, Wuhan 430060, Hubei, China

Abstract

In recent years, small incision lenticule extraction (SMILE) has been widely used in clinical
practice. Its effectiveness, safety, and predictability have been confirmed by both domestic and
international studies. Corneal biomechanics is closely related to multiple aspects of refractive surgery,
including surgical plan selection, surgical outcomes, surgical safety, and even long - term corneal
stability. It is of great significance in refractive surgery. This review aims to compare the effects of

SMILE and other refractive surgeries on corneal biomechanics to provide a basis for both clinical practice

and scientific research.
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leusis, FS-LASIK) Al & A8 J#0E /N U1 1132 48 HUH AR
(small incision lenticule extraction, SMILE)"* , iE
4K, SMILE R HA /NI R 5 TS 35, 78 i
RS T2

A AR g — il A= Wy R0 R RL g 2R AR
o R AR M BTt A R SR ARAE T
A= Wy 0 27 5 IR B R VF 22 50 LA R e O TR T
RPE T ARAYCR T ARZ ATy 2 A AW R & 1
GBI . MRz BV S AR R
A G E RRE AR W R R — E R E Y
b, T RE 25 51 Ol [l 3R 5 A B ok 45 0 & hE .
PG, TR T S DG AR I A 58 A ) 0 o 18 2 X
Ry e MmASHEEXEE, AEE" AN
SMILE F- AR 8 B il A i B , DA IH mT LA Gl
R A IS BPE  0R B R A T AL S8 e 4 T IO
TR, SMILE AR J5 iy i A= ¥y J1 7o B Aa € o 4R
T, 220G R 9 25 SR B 78 M AR ) 0 2
I, RJZVIHI AR BA R 3 . ASCH LR
SMILE FUH A Ji 6T AR X5 1 B A= 4 1 2 (5% i), LA
391 4y 6 DR 52 B e B T AR SR 412 25 Rk i .

1 AEEMAZHIKRENZE

1.1 BR & M %4 #7 { (ocular response analyzer,
ORA)  ORA FE T AR 42 fiph XU J - Ji BEBE T, A ]
21 A ik v A 5 T) 422 D0 6 AT AR ko AU AR T AR R
BF 1Y) R R AR 2 I DR DAl AR A= ) 0 2 i
M. ORA R2A 24 1580 I
ig (corneal hysteresis, CH) Fl £ i BH 71 A F (corneal
resistance factor, CRF) . ORA i i ik vh = 3 XF 1
JEE 7 R ) F - 3k B A 2P AN R IR R PLOFT P2,
CH=P1—P2, 2 F e A B0 Wi 51 J¢ e B B9 fiE
CRF=P1—0.7P2, 3 % J W £y B % 04 1 481 5e
T3S BRI X A S HCZ IR R A IR DL B
1 T 22 B 52 e O e A AR A TR Y AR AR
JE7, PRI BIR ] ARG T B S (B A A R DX A e A
ke 11 R IR R S b

1.2 FIHRAL £ 9 715 53 #7 1L (corneal visualization
Scheimpflug technology,Corvis ST) Corvis ST |
FH e 9 S s Ak el A AR I e AR R AR O il e R
Scheimpflug AHHL 345 £ I Hh e oK P K8 8T 78 bk b
SAER T B AR o i W 2 R o A s

A T2 S50, Corvis ST Y = B4R 1R
Sk A B AT AR 4 300 Wi 4 7K SF Scheimpflug EI 2",
I B ) 24 R 31 ms, 34 R 4R Ao A AR AR o AR
(4 140 i W7 2 R BRI IE 1. 5 ORA AR
[F] B J2& , Corvis ST RE ¥ A N5 iz 2l F1 4 IR iz 30 A B
TE,IF HL 7R B R 0 i g o A — B A ARk vk R
J17% . Corvis ST 28 K HAF UL R 1, B E
S52,DAATL.AT2 I bIOP %5 2 8 B AT K4 () ]
BT, Corvis ST R H AR fih 7T 88 K KU1
Kok BE Tz N T 5 A RS 1 O 2 A O
W NI Sl 7o o R (e A

RGO g P g, SP-A1 5 ARTh/E N
B Oy Je AR RS, X RT3 a1 U R b £ Y
fifi B . 7E R Corvis ST 2 %20 b7 15 4 £ 55 2E 9
SRR BRI FE S R & B, IR L CBT X I AR 39 I3 4k
AR ELA B (2 W% T DA 2 ratio IR ,CBIXT
I A 0 152 g 535 LA R A7 i I2 B R0R o A F
S48, TBIL.CBIAI ARTh %} X 43 3 Ife A 45 89 46 £
JRANIE H IR M. AR HIE L ATLL AV,
AT2 AV2 PDHREASHAAG R RIFMEL
PRI A B 2 %0 ARTh IR \SP-A1.CBI %
AHMFHEEN. & L, EH A Corvis ST X £
JE A= 4y F 2 A8 A R AT 43 BT IS, N B A DG T ik S i AT
PR S50

2 SMILEFfMEMENXFATARENNE
220 /Y EE &

2.1 SMILE 5 PRK/Trans - PRK [ §j % T
Trans-PRK AR J5 i I A= 9y J) 24 RevE B 58 5 0, A
H 5 PRK H AT AL 254 58 38 M, T LUK 38 — T
5 SMILE #47 He g, LA F A PRK 4548, 4 PRK
SUALE iy IS i V) ) L TG 7 4 A S, A BiE s
IRy R X RS AR W) A R R e R /N R X
W92 2 s, SMILE % PRK7ZEAR G 6 ™ A A E L1
CH 1 CRF B FEA% , #E0x 7] fig 5 SMILE J& T # )2
DI, % B 0T 2 0 f B ET B A O¢ . CHEN
LIS R B, 5 FS-LASIK fl SMILE #f [t , PRK
Xof 1 IR B 1) 5 ) de /0 R TS AR TR JE 1Y) AR IR e
B A ZEFE S s, SMILE X 1 A9
YR S PRK AL . SPIRU 25 gy #fF 58 £ 1],
P B AR IR A RS2 56 I 4t v, SMILE F PRK 4 £
Y )R R ) 2 — B0 . DL B RS
MBS AT B K 22 57, i 45 R ] [ st b 452, (R



%121 ERA A RENROG/ N D) E 7 I AR A ' T R X A B AR W g 2 A BRI 5 U 1655
OCULUS Corvis?ST - Biomechanical/Tomographic Assessment (ARV) b
Nane: m: Date of birth: 20.08.1999 Age: 18
Exam. Date: 22.01.2018 Time: 09:08:35 Eye: Right (0OD) Exan. Date: 22.01.2018 Time: 09:07:01 Eye: Right (0D)
Info: Qs: Ok Info: Qs: 0K
Corvis ST - Biomechanical Assessment Pentacam - Tomographic Assessment o |[IL]
Distributions BN FORNAL Population  [ESSSSNEM KERATOCONUS Population vl 7 Soghtal Curvekas Frort] ssi'%‘éi‘é&‘,'ﬁ"&m
Stiffness Parameter Al Integrated Radius g oD

DA Eatio

HC

23.0 =Hg  bIOP: 21,

A2
» m[o] o
BN oeE—— |

@ untreated O post LVC 0.25 0.7 1.00

0. 00
TBI

Oculus Optikgerate GmbH 35582 Wetzlar

Munchholzhauser Str. 29

ALLS

1 =g

Percentage Thickness Increase (PTI)
0 2 4 6

0

10

2

0

40

50

&0
m %
X Max. 43.1D IS Value: -0.6 D PRFI: 0.00 TKC: -
S o ——— 0.39

_::—010

Tel (0641) 20 05-0
Fax (0641) 20 05-255

www.oculus.de

ocuLus

E1 CorvisSTEASHR=E

£1 CorvisSTBEHREHEENX

24 X

CCT oy SRR

bIOP AR A A= W ) ARG TE R

AT1 i1 A bR TS 25— RS Ay )

ALl S5 — U T T R 1 ) T

AV1 55— YR T TH R AR A £ B I 1 5% DL IE (B R R

AT2 LY R R e e N D R

AL2 B U T T TR 0 Y o BT R

AV2 B U T T TR S 1 o R B I R DA B R

HCT £ BT 3 2 o 3L 2 3 ) e A TV T Y ]

PD A1 IR 31 K 19 T R 19 06 1] 7K ST B

HCR A1 I K 4 BRF %) S ] 1 23R AR

DA 61 5% 55 R s A DR 285 sk T A5 i ) 7 T

DA 2ratio  FARETRS AT IR SHE 2 2.0 mm (7 BAS T MR A i

IR e KB 1) M1 2 8 il 2R 1 T AR

ARTh 9 B S50 9 3.5 mm b # 5 J5E 228 1 3R 49 LA

SpAlL [fa) P9 ST £ S P4 Xt 7 Bk A BN T 9 (2 RS L 1 Ry
ﬁ%%QmF¥w%ﬁﬁF%%ﬁ

CBI AR S80S M2 1B S8 AL G i 6 AN )
E’{JLorv1sST%ﬁLﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂJﬂ/A\iﬁﬁ“ﬁﬁﬂé

- PN T8 R R0 A 2 0 0 2 5 0 4 T T
SR AR bR

. N 3 FUREAS 28, 57 TR R 5 e g o I JEE JEE 14

P, AR T 5

Al F R 25O 58 &N PRK ARG i 5 2B 4 )y 2%
) 88 E PE AN T SMILE, 4K, i T PRK R 5
FNE AR 2 R R R 8R T AR, B AT RBTEAR S 2~10d
TR PR, P A I ) Y DL BRI A [
UL AR R PRK B 2 i g CRM OB AR 20T Bt
2.2 SMILE 5 LASEK CHEN Z"™/ #f 58 % 1 .
ARJF1H K3 H ,SMILE 41 f1 LASEK 41 # & iy CH
I CRF ¥ 1 25 % T AR FIE, (H 4[] o425 S A 452
it2f X . SHANG %S FEfF 55 vh & 3, SMILE 4
AR JG SP-ATMH I F K T LASEK 41 (P=0. 044) ,
e AT e 5 SMILE AR v 5B T 98 40 ZE i )2, i
LASEK {4 8 T A%t 58 5 (4 3 2 45 56, Hr st iAol
LASEK 2 ffi A= 9 1 24 9728 A Bk /T SMILE
41, 1 DOU FE " FEMF o8 & 3, % F AR EE I A0
SRR A B L 2T BR i &, SMILE 40 R J5 CRF Al
CH 1 F B It LASEK 41 /)N (P<<0.05) . %5 3 5
YU S5 B 0F g AL, FEIA Ry 76 AR 5 A1, 5t A £
k2 2L U B T, SMILE X A1 55 A 9 g 2 1) 52 Wil
A gl LASEK /I HAE R W5 v, 1 25 1) 20O &
FH 1

WF 58 o, RO R A S5 Rk B o B 22 5,
SMILE 41 i) 134 38 5 5 B 45 9% b LASEK 20 i) B Hil



1656 RPN = Q= )]

46 %

TR . X — 458 78 B W0 o8 % bt A BIE 5
BrIE 1,00 D By AL, CEREOE L o3 T OB E FE
T2 A AL 2 Hy LA - O R TR A R
H ) B st & £, SMILE 5 LASEK ) R )5
CCT.CH M CRF Wy 2 & 8K, H# i b
SMILE R J& f A4 J1 2 b R . oA IF
8N SMILE F AR 1935 52 )2 ¥ 5 ACRF A %,
I LASEK F AR V) HI K B 5 ACRF JoAH XM, il
i SMILE H LASEK 8 H Al #il 4 . Bk, 8 T H
¥ LASEK 5 SMILE X #fj J§ £ ) 3 2 W 52 ), /5 %2
FIEAR PG AR B A2 5, A AR = 2 A
A 1) 55 15 [ o
2.3 SMILE 5 LASIK £ # 43 #f5 R, AR
J& 1.2 f1 34F , SMILE % LASIK A7 % & i CH il
CRF. EHEHF5E % M, 5 SMILE M ke, LASIK
AR JG AL/ (PD ¥ K, A8 46 1 52 43 1 R 0. 03+
0.13.0.61+1.62(P=0.031.0.001) , i B LASIK
TR AE B8 2 ) 7 2 B AR R A A g
WA S LA S50 o A I IR BE T A
JEEFARA G B m A, Corvis ST /9 AL1F1 PD
PR S R T WA . REINSTEIN 4
FERN , LASTK AR AR UTHI 1 pom 7 JBEJEE 2, RE R
Jei Ff BB A W) g 25 B S Y R B 0. 22 %, T 7[R B A
YIHI KT, SMILEAX R 0. 086 o 3 2o #4) %k
R F 5% N B3 T AE AH ) 0% ff B A 4 T 24 K OF
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i, 14E N SMILE 20 SP-A1.IR . DA 2 ratio #7221k,
¥ i 3% K F FS-LASIK 41 f1 PRK 41 (P<<0. 01) , 1fij
FS-LASIK 41 4 T 48 4 1 28 £k 34 B 3 K T PRK 41
(P<<0.05) . fEH N NIZEE R g5 L0 F B4 RN
H . — I FS-LASIK #1 PRK F AR #4245 1. 25 mm
TR A T Al ZH 4UIX, i SMILE AR N G, X —H &
S ECAE AT A T AL ZLY R 0 DX 5 R 3 X
N B /IR T 3 IXIRR R B L BUOR SR B A
2N T REAE XIS A, SMILE A Hb £ B Y J5
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A AR W) ) SRR O T FS-LASIK AL 75 o 4K,
FEX ARk B, 9% 38 2 AR IRIE A J2 RSB 1 #2523
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