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HepaTopedpaKumoHHaA x1MpypruAa onA Kopperumum
OCTaTO4YHON aMeTponuu Npu apTudaxmum
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Lenb: oLeHKa 3puTenbHbIX U pedipakLMOHHBIX pesynsTaToB foKopperkunn metogamu LASIH n MPH y nauveHToB ¢ ocTaTo4Hon ame-
Tponuel Mocne npeflIecTByYOLLER xupyprum KatapakTol. MauueHTbl n meTopbl. B npocneKTvBHOE OTKPbLITOE WccnepoBaHve bbinn
BHII0YeHbl 57 nauveHToB (79 rnas), KoTopbiM Ha NepBoM aTare Bbina NnpoBefeHa aKCTPaKUMA KaTapaKTbl (N = 37) unu pedparumoHHan
neHcakTomuA (n = 42) ¢ umnnaHTaumein pasnuyHbix Mogenen V01 B nepvog 2012-2017 rr. CpefHvin Bo3pacT nauveHToB cocTaBui
50,8 + 13,9 (19-79) ropa. Onepauuio LASIK (91,1 %) n ®MPH (8,9 %) ocyLuecTBnAnmM no ctaHOapTHoOM MeToguKke. B B crnyyanAx npo-
BOAUNM heMTONasepHOe COMPOBOMAEHVE NasepHon KoppeKuun. Pediparuma uenn coctasuna ot -0,25 go 0,25 antp B BonblunHCTBE
(97,5 %) cnyyaes. lNepvop HabniogeHuA nauveHToB coctaBun oT 6 fo S mecAues. PeaynbTaTthbl. PaspeneHvie nauveHToB Ha rpynmbl
NPOBOAUNM COrNacHo BUAY 0CTaTo4Hon ameTponum (rpynna | — muonua, rpynna Il — ammerponua v rpynna |l — runepmetponua). Cra-
TUCTUHECKWN 3HAYMMbIE pPas3nunyuA onpepeneHbl AnA Buaa paHee nmnnaHTuposaHHbix VIOST — B rpynne Il yacTtoTa MoHodoKaneHbix VOS]
Bbina aHa4ymMmo Belle, Yem B rpynne | u il (p < 0,05). B rpynne Il 3Ha4eHuAs unnHOPUYECKOro KOMMOHEHTa pedparLmmn Bbiny 3Ha4Mmo
BblLLE No cpaBHeHuto ¢ rpynnamvu | u il (p < 0,05). B rpynne | otmeyeHo 3Ha4umoe (p < 0,05) cHurKeHve cihepryeckoro KoMnoHeHTa
pedparumm ¢ -1,36 + 0,92 po -0,2 + 0,8 gntp. Y naumeHToB rpynnbl Il oTMeYeHoO HEKOTOpPOE yBennyeHne cepu4ecHoro KOMMOHEH-
Ta pedpakumm ¢ O = 0,20 po 0,25 + 0,29 gntp (p > 0,05). B rpynne lll otmeyeHo 3Hadmmoe (p < 0,05) cHueHne cdepuyeckoro
HoMrMoHeHTa pedparkumm ¢ 1,27 + 0,69 po 0,43 + 0,49 pgntp. MNpu aHanvse UMNMHOPUYECKOro KOMMoHeHTa pedparummn B rpynne |
oTMeYeHo ero cHureHune ¢ -0,69 + 0,5 go -0,38 + 0,46 gntp (p > 0,05). B rpynne |l onpegeneHo HavbonbLLee CHUMHEHVE LUNMMHOPY-
YyecKoro KomrnoHeHTa ¢ -1,6 + 1,0 go 0,03 + 1,10 gnTp (p < 0,01). Bo Bcex nccnepyemMbix rpynnax BbIABIEHO CTATUCTUHECKW 3HAYU-
Mmoe (p < 0,08) ysenuyenne HHO3L B nocneonepauvoHHom nepuoge. MNokasatenu H1 1 K2 3HauMMo He M3MeHANMch. 3aKnioyeHue.
[NorasaHa BblcoKaA adiherTVBHOCTL AoKoppeKunn meTogamu LASIH, MPH 1 ¢emTolLASIK Ha apTudakuyHbIx rnasax ¢ OCTUHEHUEM
LieneBoi peparumm B BonbLUMHCTBE MCCNefoBaHHbIX cryqaeB. YKasaHHbIN cnocob MoxeT BbiTe MCnonb30BaH KaK ansTepHaTuBa 04-
KOBOW U KOHTaKTHON KOPPEeKLMW Y NaLMeHTOB C OCTaTO4HOW amMmeTponueit nocne akoamynbCurKaLmm KaTapakTel 1 peparLmMoHHO
NEeHCcaKToMuKM ¢ umnnaHTaumen 0J.
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ABSTRACT Ophthalmology in Russia. 2020;17(2):209-215

Purpose. Evaluation of the visual and refractive results of additional correction using LASIH and PRH methods in patients with residual
refractive error after previous cataract surgery. Patients and methods. The prospective open study included 57 patients (79 eyes)
who previously underwent cataract phacoemulsification (n = 37) or refractive lensectomy (n = 42) with various IOL models implantation
(2012-2017). The average age of patients was 50.8 + 13.9 (19-79) years. Operations LASIH (91.1 %) and PRH (8.9 %) were car-
ried out according to standard methods. In B cases, femtosecond laser supported by laser correction. The target refraction ranged
from -0.25 to 0.25 D in most (97.5 %) cases. The follow-up period ranged from 6 to 9 months. Results. The patients were divided
into groups according to the type of residual refractive error (Group 1 — myopia, group Il — emmetropia and group Il — hypero-
pia). Statistically significant differences were determined for the species of previously implanted I0Ls — in group II, the frequency of
monofocal I0Ls was significantly higher (p < 0.05). In group II, the values of the cylindrical component of refraction were significantly
higher compared with groups | and Ill (p < 0.05). In group |, a significant (p < 0.05) decrease in the spherical component of refraction
from -1.36 + 0.92 to -0.2 + 0.8 D was observed. In patients of group Il, there was a slight increase in the spherical component of
refraction from O + 0.20 to 0.25 + 0.29 D (p > 0.05). In group I, a significant (p < 0.05) decrease was observed in the spherical
component of refraction from 1.27 + 0.69 to 0.43 + 0.49 D. When analyzing the cylindrical component of refraction in group I, its
decline was noted from -0.69 + 0.5 to -0.38 + 0.46 D (p > 0.08). In group I, the largest decrease in the cylindrical component was
observed from -1.6 = 1.0 to 0.03 + 1.10 Dptr (p < 0.01). In all the studied groups, a statistically significant (p < 0.05) increase in
UCFVA was revealed in the postoperative period. Indicators H1 and H2 did not significantly change. Conclusion. The high efficiency of
the correction using the LASIH, PRH and femtoLASIK methods on pseudophakic eyes with the achievement of the target refraction in
most of the studied cases was shown. This method can be used as an alternative to spectacle and contact correction in patients with
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residual refractive error after cataract phacoemulsification and refractive lensectomy with IOL implantation.
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BBEAEHUE

dakosMynbcrupuKanysa ¢ MMIUIAHTALUIT MHTPAOKYILAP-
Hoit nmuH3bl (MIOJI) orHOCMTCA K Hamboree pacrpocTpa-
HEHHBIM O(QTa/TbMOTIOIMYECKUM OIlepauusM B mupe [1, 2].
B cBA3M ¢ yBenmMyeHMeM aKTVMBHOTO BO3pacTa B PasBUTBHIX
CTpaHax IOMMMO IIMPOKO MCIIONB3YIOIINXCS MOHO(OKAIb-
HbIX cpepudeckux VOJI Bce 6OIBIIYIO MOMY/LIPHOCTD IIPU-
obpetator VOJI mpemmym-Kiacca, BKIKOYas acepudeckie,
MynbTidoKanbHble U Topudeckye. K oXugaHnAM nanyeHToB
OT KaTapaKTa/IbHOII XVPYPIiM OTHOCUTCA He TONbKO obecrie-
YeHJe MIPO3PaYHOCTY ONTUYECKMX Cpefi, HO U HOCTIDKEHMe
VAOB/IETBOPUTENBHOI HEKOPPUTYPOBAHHON OCTPOTHI 3pEHUs
Branb (HKO3x) u He3aBMCMMOCTM OT OYKOBOJ KOPPEKLVIM.
HecmoTps Ha 3HaYNMTeIbHBIE HOCTVDKEHMSI B 00/IACTU MUKPO-
XUPYPIUIECKOi TEXHUKM U BHEIPEHMs HOBBIX POPMYT pac-
yera ontudeckoil cunbl VIOJI, B psAme ciy4yaeB oTMedaeTcA
HeyIOB/IETBOPEHHOCTb MAlMeHTOB OT IIPOBEMIEHHOTO JjIede-
Hus, npexpe Bcero npu Huskorn HKO3x u HepocTbKeHUM
neneBoit pedpakuyy [3-5]. B cBA3K ¢ M3TOXKEHHBIM BBIIlIE
ONTUMAa/IbHON Bpaqe6H0171 TAKTUKOM OCTaeTCA IPOBENEHNE
TOKOPPEKIMM OCTATOYHBIX aMETPONMII C LebI0 JOCTIIXKe-

HuA yposnersopurenbHoii HKO3p, 4To 0cobeHHO BaxkHO
npu npumenenyn VOJI npemmuym-kiacca.

B HacrosIee BpeMs [/ JOKOPPEKIMI OCTATOYHOM aMe-
TPOIUM IIPU ICeBRO(AKUM IPUMEHSIOT HECKOTIBKO IOAXO-
OB, BKJIIOYas jasepHble pedpaKIVIOHHble BMeLIAaTe/IbCTBA:
nasepHblil KepaTomues in situ (LASIK) u ¢oropedpakiu-
oHHylo Keparakromyio (DPK), a Taxke MHTPaOKy/IApHBIE
BMeIIaTe/IbCTBA, TakKye KaK MMIDIAHTAIus J00aBOYHBIX (pig-
gyback) MIOJI u 3amena VIOJI [6, 7]. B pane paboT mokasaHo,
YTO J1a3epHble pedpakiyoHHble BMemarenbcTBa — LASIK
n OPK — 6onee TOYHBI U NpefCKa3yeMbl Ipy KOPPEeKLU
He6onbuMX chepuyecKux U LVIMHAPUYIECKUX aMeTPOIINii,
B TO BpeMsi Kak fo6aBounbie VIOJI u samena VIOJI — mpum kop-
pekuuy 60mpmmx chepudeckux amerponuii [6-9]. B nacro-
s1ee BpeMs HaKOIUIEH 3HAYNTE/IbHbIN OIbBIT OTAENTbHBIX UC-
CIIefoBaHuUIT 6€30IIaCHOCTY U IIPeCcKa3yeMOCTH IIPYMeHeHMs
Jla3epHBIX pedPaKIVIOHHBIX BMELIATe/IbCTB /I KOPPEKILUN
OCTAaTOYHBIX aMeTpPOINII IIOC/e XMUPYPIMM KaTapakThl [3,
8-15], pedpakimonnoit 3amenst MIOJT [16-19] u umiutanTa-
uun dakuuHbix [20] n fobaBounsix [21] MIOJI.

Ilenp paboTHl — OLlCHKA 3PUTENbHBIX U pedpaKLMOH-
HBIX pe3ynbTaToB Jokoppeknuyu Merogamu LASIK n ©®PK
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y MaIMeHTOB C OCTATOYHOI aMeTpoIyell Iocie Ipeflie-
CTBYIOLIEN XMPYPIUM KaTapaKThl.

NALUUEHTBI U METOAbI

B mpocmekTMBHOe OTKpHITOE WCCIEfOBAHNME BOLUIN
57 manyeHToB (79 I71a3), KOTOPBIM IEPBBIM 3TAIOM ObLIa
npoBefeHa (akosMynrbcudukanysa Karapaktel (n = 37)
Wi pepaKIOHHAs TeHCOKTOMMA (n = 42) ¢ MMIIaHTa-
ument pasmmuHblx Mopeneit VMOJI B mepuop 2012-2017 rr.
W3 obuiero kommyecTBa MALMEHTOB MY)XUMHBI COCTaBUIN
45,6 % (n = 26), >xeH1uHBL — 54,5 % (n = 31), cpegHMIt BO3-
pact manuentos — 50,8 + 13,9 (19-79) ropa.

Bo Bcex mccneyeMbIX CIydasx MPOBefeHO KOMIIEKCHOe
npepomneparuontoe o6cnenoBanne. Onepanun LASIK (n =
72;91,1 %) u ©®PK (n = 7; 8,9 %) ocyLiecTBILAIN IO CTAHAAPT-
HoiT MeTonuKe. B 6 (7,6 %) cny4dasx mpoBopmmu pemMronasep-
HOe CONIPOBOXKIEHME JIA3ePHON KOPPEKLVM C MCIOIb30Ba-
HyeMm mpubopa FS200 WaveLight (Alcon, CIITA). Juamason
OIITMYECKON CHJIBI MMIUTaHTMpoBaHHBIX paHee VIOJI cocra-
Bu ot 13 1o 30 gorp (21,7 £ 3,4), pedpaxuns uemn ot 0,25
mo 0,25 antp B 6onmbiunHCTBe (97,5 %) CIy4aes, y AByX marjy-
eHTOB IiefieBast pedpakuus cocraBuia —1,5 u -2,5 guTp, me-
prox Habmoneryst ot 6 5o 9 (7,1 + 1,2) Mecsines.

W3 comyrcrBylomeil 0pTaTbMOIOINIECKOi TaTONIOTUN
B IIpefONEepallMOHHOM Iepuope oTMmedanu BM], mmonuio
BBICOKOIT CTemeHy 1 Hamm4ume cradumomsl (n = 2; 2,5 %),
LIXPI (n = 12; 15,2 %), rmaykomy I craguu (n = 1; 1,2 %),
aM6ymonuio pasmuyHoro rewesa (n = 21; 26,6 %) u gucTpo-
¢uto Dyxca (n =2; 2,5 %).

Bce wmccnemoBaHHBIE CTy4ay OLCHVMBAAM MOHOJIATe-
PaIbHO IO C/IEYIOLIUM IIapaMeTpaM: BUJi paHee MMIUIaH-
tupoBanHoit VMOJI, Buj Xupyprudeckoro BMeIIATeNbCTBA,
cepruecknit ¥ UMIMHAPUIECKNI KOMIIOHEHT pedpakimn
IO M IIOCIe OIlepalyy, mokasatenu kepatomerpun (K1 n K2
Y COOTBETCTBYIOIIME OCM) /IO U HOC/Ie ONlepalyy, HeKOppu-
TMpPOBAaHHASA U MaKCUMajIbHAas KOPPUTMPOBaHHAS OCTPOTa
spenus Bpanb (HKO3m, MKO3g) no u mocne onepanum,
Ha/IM4yie MHTpPa- ¥ IOCIeoepalliOHHBIX OCTIOKHEHNI, CTa-
OMIPHOCTD HOJIOKEHUsI paHee MMIUTaHTMpoBaHHOi VOJI,
HeOOXO[MMOCTb €€ Pero3ULINIL.

Craructudeckas 06paboTKa pesy/IbTaToB MCCIeTOBAHIs
BBIIIOJIHEHA C MCHOIb30BaHMeM nputoxenns Microsoft Ex-
cel 2010 u crarucTudeckolt mporpammsr Statistica 10.1 (Stat-
Soft, CIIIA) ¢ mprMeHeHMEeM TPaAMUIMOHHBIX (KpUTepuUn
CrolofenTa 1 Ouirepa) CTaTUCTUYIECKMX MHCTPYMEHTOB.

PE3VIIbTATbI U OBCYHHAEHUE

Knunnko-dyHKIMOHaIbHASA XapaKTepUCTUKa IalyieH-
TOB 00llel! TPYIIIBI B OOIEPALIOHHOM IIepyOfie IpefiCTaB-
neda B Tabnue 1.

PaspeneHne naiyeHTOB Ha TPYIIIBI IPOBOJVIIY COITIACHO
BUJIy OCTaTOYHON aMeTponyy (MMONNUsA, SMMETPONUA U TU-
nepMeTpomnusa). IMMeTPONNYeCKy0 pedpakimio cuuTamm
npu cepuyeckom komioHeHTe ot -0,25 o +0,25 D. Ipyn-
ny I (Mmonmndeckas pedpakxiysa) cocTaBWIu 19 manyeHToB
(22 rnasa). B rpynny II (sMmerpomyueckas pedpakiuus)
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Tabnuya 1. O6LaA xapaKTepucTMKa NaLVMeHTOB 40 onepaumn

Table 1. Patient’s features before surgery

Mokasatenb Wccnepyemas rpynna
Parameter Group

Bo3pacr (net) 50,8+139
Age (years) (19-79)
Ton: myx/eH
Sex: male/female AZE)
Bupbl paHee nmnnaxTpoBaHHbix MOJ
MoHodokanbHbie/monofocal 38 (48,1 %)
MynbTudokanbHbie/polyfocal 41(51,2%)
Bug xupypruyeckoro BMelliaTenbCTaa
YMX/intact lens removal 42 (53,2 %)
®3K/ phacoemulsification 37 (46,8 %)
Cdepuyeckmit KOMNOHEHT peppakLK, ANTP 0,38+137
Spherical equivalent, D (o1-4,2503,0)
LiunuHapryeckinii KOMNOHEHT pedpakunm, AnTp -093+1.35
Cylindrical equivalent, D (o1-4,0 10 2,75)
Ocb UMAMHAPA, FPagyChl 99,1+573
Cylinder axis, degrees (o100 179)
Mokasatenu kepatomeTpum / Keratometry values
K1 42,3+29(o135,25 po 47,75)
K2 44,0+2,17 (ot 37,0 5o 48,25)
HKO3g 037+0,16
UCFVA (o7 0,05 5o 0,85)
MKO3g 083+0,16
BCFVA (o10,5001,0

BoIMM 7 maiyeHToB (10 r1a3), y KOTOPbIX OTMEYEHbI BBICO-
KUe CpefiHVe IIOKas3aTeny LVIMHIPUYECKOTO KOMIIOHEHTa
pedpaxuyn (-1,43 £ 1,2 gutp). Ipymmy III cocrasun 31 ma-
1ueHT (47 171a3) ¢ runepMeTponndeckoit peppakuueii. B ra-
6nuiie 2 IpyBeeHbl OCHOBHbIE KIMHUKO-(PYHKIVOHATbHbIE
MOKa3aTeNy NMallMeHTOB TPeX MCCIeAyeMBbIX TPYII B OOIIe-
PAIIVIOHHOM TIepHO]ie.

CraTUCTUYeCKM 3HAYMMBble PasIuyyis MeXy IPyNIaMu
oIpefieNieHbl A/ BUAA paHee MMIDIaHTUpoBaHHBIX VIOJT —
B rpynmne II gactora npumeHenus MoHo¢okanbHbix VIOJI
6bl1a 3Ha4MMO BbIle, yeM B rpymmax I u III (p < 0,05). Pas-
JieTleHNe TIAIMeHTOB Ha IPYIIIBI MCXOMA M3 BU/a aMeTPOINN
00yCTIOBNIEHO Ha/MMYMeM 3HAYMMBIX Pa3Inumii Mo cepude-
CKOMY KOMIOHeHTY pedpaxunu (p < 0,05). B rpyme II 3Ha-
YeHUsA UWIMHPUYECKOTO KOMIIOHEeHTa pedpakiym Obum
3HAYMMO Bblllle 110 cpaBHeHMIo ¢ rpymmamu I u III (p < 0,05),
4TO M BBI3BAJIO HEOOXOVIMOCTD JOKOPPEKIVM Y HAI[IeHTOB
€ SMMeTpOIMeit Hoc/Ie MIUTaHTanuy 3afgHeKkamMepHoit VIOJL.
JIpyryux sHaUMMBIX PasIM4nii B IIPefOIePallIOHHOM Iepyo-
Jie He BBIABJIEHO.

OueHKy (YHKLUMOHANbHBIX Pe3y/lbTaTOB JIeYeHMs Mpo-
BOAMIN 4Yepe3 6 MecslleB IOCTe JOKOppekuuu. B rpym-
ne I ormeueno sHaummoe (p < 0,05) cHibkeHme cepuye-
CKOro KOMIIOHeHTa pedpaxumm ¢ -1,36 £ 0,92 mo -0,2 +
0,8 ANTp, YTO COOTBETCTBYET pedpakumy Hemu. bonbmmH-
CTBO 3HAYeHUIT CQepUIecKoro KOMIIOHEHTa pedpakIim
B IIOCTIEOIEPAIVIOHHOM Iepuofie He MPEBBIIIANO0 3aJaHHBbII
[VAIa30H, Y eJUHNYHBIX ITallMieHTOB OTMeYeHbI ITOKasaTe-
i £1-1,5 goTp (puc. 1).
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Tabnuya 2. O6LaA xapaKTepUcTKa NauveHToB 40 ornepauyn B 3aBMCMMOCTY OT BuZa amMeTponuin

Table 2. Patient’s features before surgery according to type of refractive error

2020;17(2):209-215

Mokasatennb Tpynnal/Group | Tpynnall/ Group Il Tpynna lll/ Group Il 3HayeHue p

Parameter (muonus) (smmeTtponus) (runepmetponus) p-value
Bo3pacr (net) 5421156 5391154 47,9+122 5005
Age (years) (23-79) (31-71) (19-77) P
TR 7,5 45 3/5 19/12 p>0,05
Sex: male/female
Buabl paHee nmnnanTposaHHbix OJ
MoHodokanbHbie/monofocal 10 (45,5 %) 9(90,0 %) 20 (42,6 %) p<0,05
MynbtudokansHbie/polyfocal 12 (54,5 %) 1(10,0 %) 27 (57,4 %) p<0,05(112,2u3)
Bu xvpyprueckoro BMeLLaTenbCTea
YNX/intact lens removal 7(31,8%) 5 (50,0 %) 30(63,8 %) p>0,05
®3K/ phacoemulsification 15 (68,2 %) 5 (50,0 %) 17 (36,2 %) p>0,05
Cdepryeckuii KOMMOHEHT pedpaKLun, AITP -1,36+0,92 0£0,20 1,27 £0,69 p<0,05
Spherical equivalent, D (074,25 50 -0,5) (07-0,25 10 0,25) (070,580 3,0) (1n2,2n3,1u3)
LinnuHapuryecknit KOMNOHEHT pedpakunm, ANTp -0,69+0,5 -1,6£1,0 -09+16 p<0,05
Cylindrical equivalent, D (o1-2,07800) (or-35p80-0,5) (or-4,0 50 2,75) (Tn2,2mn3)
Ocb UMANHAPa, rpapychbl 855%555 90,6 £59,7 1073+57,4 50,05
Cylinder axis, degrees (ot010171) (o600 176) (ot 110179) >0
Mokasatenu kepatomeTpin / Keratometry values
K1 44,0+ 2,2 (o1 40,25 po 47,75) 43,75+0,87 (01 42,0 10 44,75) 41,3+2,1(o735,25 50 45,0) p>0,05
K2 45,0+2,1 (o741,0 50 48,25) 45,6+ 1,34 (o7 43,75 no 47,75) 43,2+ 1,98 (o7 37,0 50 47,0) p>0,05
HKO3g 0,34+0,19 036+0,13 0,38+0,16 5005
UCFVA (070,05 f0 0,85) (070,15 0 0,6) (010,1800,7) p>5
MKO3p 0,87+0,12 086+0,13 0,81+0,17 5005
BCFVA (010,680 1,0) (010,780 1,0) (010,510 1,0) P25

Y manuenTtos rpynmsl II oTMedeHO HeKOTOpoe yBenu-

IIpn anmammse

OVMIVHAPUYIECKOrO KOMIIOHEHTa pe(b-

YyeH1e cpepruecKoro KoMmoHeHTta pedpakuyuu ¢ 0 £ 0,20
mo 0,25 + 0,29 gutp (p > 0,05), 4TO TakXKe He MPEBBILIATIO
IPOTHO3UPYEMbIX 3HaUeHWil. Y IOJaB/IAOIIero OONbIINH-
CTBa MAIMeHTOB OTMEYeHO IOMNafilaHue B pedpaKuuio Lienu
(puc. 2).

B rpymnme III ormedeno suaummoe (p < 0,05) cHipke-
Hile cdepuaecKoro KOMIOHeHTa pedpakunnu ¢ 1,27 + 0,69
no 0,43 = 0,49 antp. AHanornyHo rpynmne | B eAMHNYHBIX
CIy4asX OTMEYeHO HeIOoNaflaHKe B pedpakiuio Ienn
CO CMellleHMeM B CTOPOHY rumepMerpomuu (+1-1,5 gnrp)
(puc. 3).

-2,5

Puc. 1. Juarpammva pacceAHunA 3Ha4eHuin chepnyecKoro KOMMOHEH-
Ta B rpynne |

Fig. 1. Scatterplot of spherical equivalent values in group |

pakuyunu B rpynne I ormeueno ero camxenue ¢ -0,69 = 0,5
1o -0,38 £ 0,46 guTp (p > 0,05) B HOC/IEOIEPALIIOHHOM ITEPH-
ope. [InanasoH 3HaYe€HNI1 COOTBETCTBOBAJI 3a[JAHHOMY 32 JC-
K/II0YEeHMEM JIBYX CIydaeB C IOKasaTenamu -1 u —1,5 gnrp
(puc. 4).

B rpymnre II oTMeueHo Haubonbliee CHIDKEHME LNINH-
IpU4YecKoro KomImoHenra ¢ —-1,6 + 1,0 go 0,03 = 1,10 gurp
(p <0,01). B 1ByX cryyasx OTMEY€HO OTKIOHEHIIE OT 3ajaH-
HBIX 3HaYeHuit o 2 futp (puc. 5).

B rpynmne III BbIABIEHO 3HAYMMOE CHVDKEHME LIMJIVH-
mpudeckoro kommoHeHTa (-0,9 + 1,6 AOTp mO omepanuu

1,2

038
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04
02

0 2 <
0 2 4 6 8 10 12

Puc. 2. [lnarpamma pacceAHus 3HayeHuin chepnyeckoro KOMMoHeH-
Ta B rpynne Il

Fig. 2. Scatterplot of spherical equivalent values in group Il
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-1,5

Puc. 3. [uarpamma pacceAHunA 3Ha4eHuUin chepnyecKoro KOMMOHEH-
Ta B rpynne Il

Fig. 3. Scatterplot of spherical equivalent values in group IIl
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Puc. 5. [JnarpaMma pacceAHUA 3HA4YEHUI LNMHOPUYHECKOrO HOMMO-
HeHTa B rpynne |l

Fig. 5. Scatterplot of cylindrical equivalent values in group Il

n -0,08 + 0,7 guTp noce onepauuy, p < 0,05). B equHNYHBIX
CTyvasix 3Ha4eHMs [IPEBbILIANN IIAHNpYeMble (puC. 6).

Bo Bcex mccrmenyeMpIX TPYIIIAX BBIABIEHO CTAaTUCTH-
veckn 3Haunmoe (p < 0,05) yBennuenne HKO3x B moceo-
IepaloHHOM niepuoze. B rpynme I otMedeno yBennyenue
mokasaress ¢ 0,34 + 0,19 mo 0,78 + 0,24 (p < 0,05), B rpyn-
me IT — ¢ 0,36 £ 0,13 50 0,82 + 0,22 (p < 0,05), B rpymme 11T —
¢ 0,38+ 0,16 50 0,74 + 0,18 (p < 0,05) (puc. 7).

ITpu anammse guramyky MKO3p nmokasaHo, 4To B IpyI-
nie I pannbIi MoKasarens ysenmamics ¢ 0,87 + 0,12 no 0,89 +
0,13 (p > 0,1), B rpymme IT — ¢ 0,86 + 0,13 go 0,91 + 0,14
(p > 0,1), a B rpymnme III ocrancs HeusmenHsM (0,81 + 0,17
To u nocne onepauuy, p > 0,1). IlomydeHHble TaHHBIE O [U-
Hamyke HKO3n 1 MKO3p1 cBuzie TeNbCTBYIOT O JOCTVDKEHUN
6/1aronpuATHOrO (PyHKIMOHANIBHOrO 3(¢deKTa U OTCYT-
CTBUM HEOOXONMMOCTU JOIIOJIHUTENbHON OYKOBOW M KOH-
TAKTHOJ KOPPEKIUN Y AI[IEeHTOB.

JJOIIOMHMTENIBHO TIPOBOAMIN OLIEHKY AMHAMMKM IIOKa3a-
teneit keparometpyu (K1 u K2). B rpymmax I u II ormeueno
CHIDKEHMe KPVMBU3HDBI POTOBMIIBI, ITpy 3ToM B rpymnne I — K1
€44,0 £2,2 no 42,8 £2,2 (p > 0,05), K2 ¢ 45,0 + 2,1 5o 43,8 +
2,1 (p > 0,05). B rpynne II cumxenme cocraBuno or 43,75 +
0,87 no 43,05 + 1,4 (p > 0,05) s K1 n ot 45,6 + 1,34 1o 43,9 +
1,17 (p > 0,05) mnsa K2. B rpymnrne I1I fuHaMuKa OTCyTCTBOBaNIa,
YITO MOXET OBITD CBA3aHO CO CTIO>KHOCTBIO PO POTOBALIBI
IOCJIE TUTIEPMETPOINYECKON Ta3€PHON KOPPEKLIMIL.
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Puc. 4. [Inarpamma paccesaHVa 3Ha4eHUN LMNMHAPUHECHOro KOMMO-
HeHTa B rpynne |

Fig. 4. Scatterplot of cylindrical equivalent values in group |
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Fig. 6. Scatterplot of cylindrical equivalent values in group lll
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Fig. 7. UCFVA dynamics in patients

OpHMM 13 TIePBBIX UCC/IENOBAHNI 10 U3Y9EeHNIO KOPPeK-
1y iceBpodaxkyHoi Myuonvy MetogoM LASIK 6bi1a pabo-
Ta M.J. Ayala 1 coaBT. ABTOPBI IIPOBE/N aHA/IN3 PE3Y/IbTATOB
moKoppekuuu y 22 nanyeHToB MetofioM LASIK mocrne npep-
HIECTBYIOIIEN XUPYPIUM KaTapaKThl, IPY 9TOM IIEepPHOJ, Ha-
6mromeHna coctaBun 12 Mecanes. Ilepen BbITONMHEHNEM JI0-
KOppeKLMM BCero Ha 1 17a3y orMedeHna octpora 3penus 0,5
U Bblle, a yepes 12 mecaues nocne LASIK — na 10 rmasax
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(45,4 %). OmpepeneHo CTaTUCTUYECKY 3HAYMMOE CHIDKEHe
cdepuyeckoro koMnoHeHTa pedppakuuu ¢ -2,90 + 1,80 grrp
mo 0,40 £ 0,60 gorp mocne nposegernss LASIK. B 81,8 %
cnydaeB ceprdeckuil KOMIIOHEHT pedpaKiuyu COCTaBUI
+ 1,0 gntp oT amMMeTpommy, a B 50 % + 0,50 gorp [11].

H. Norouzi u M. Rahmati-Kamel nmpoBopunu oreHKy 3¢-
(eKTMBHOCTH, 6€30IIaCHOCTY U IIPEACKa3yeMOCTH BBIIIOTHE-
Hua LASIK Ha mpumepe 20 manuenTos (20 171a3) ¢ MUOIN-
YeCKMM WIM CMELIaHHBIM acTUIMAaTU3MOM OT 3 [io 6 ANTp
B CpoKU 1 ropi u 6osee mocie mpeALIecTBYIOLIE XUPYpPrun
KatapakTel ¢ ummuianranueit VIOJI [22]. Yepe3 6 mecsues
HaOJIIOfleHNII OTMe4YeHO 3HauMMOe CHIDKeHMe LVUIMHIPU-
YeCKOro KOMIOHeHTa pedpakumnu ¢ 4,64 + 0,64 mo 0,44 +
0,24 pgntp. CpepgHuil NpOLEHT CHIDKEHMsS acTUIMaTu3Ma
coctaBun 90,4 = 5,0 % (ot 80 go 100 %). ABTOpamy OTMe-
YeHO TaK>Ke 3HaYMMOoe CHIDKeHMe c(hepudeckoro KOMIOHeH-
ta pedpaxkuyn ¢ -2,19 + 0,88 go -0,32 + 0,34 gurp. IIpo-
BEJECHHBINI BEKTODHBI aHalIM3 KOPPEKUMM acTUIMaTHM3Ma
IIOKa3aJI, YTO CPEeJHMII IPaflyC OTK/IOHEHMSA OCK COCTaBMUII
0,7 + 1,2 rpapyca. B 85 % r1mas orMeueHo nomagaHue B ped-
paknuto nemu * 0,5 gntp ot sMMerponun. OTMedeHO He-
3HAYUTENbHOE IOCTEOIEPALIOHHOE OCTOXKHEHNE B BHUIE
auddysHOro r1aMeIApHOro Keparuta B 15 % ciydaes, Ky-
HIPOBAaHHOTO ITOC/IE Kypca JIOKaIbHOl Tepanum [22].

Cxoxue [JaHHblE C NPENCTABIECHHBIMM BBIIIE ITOTyYe-
HBI 1 B pabore P. Kim u coaBT., M3y4aBIINX BO3MOXKHOCTD
poinonHeHnss LASIK misa mokoppekIum OCTaTOYHBIX aMe-
TPOIMit y 23 MAaIMeHTOB IOCIe XUPYPruy KaTapakTel [12].
CpenHnit Cpok mmocsie nepBUYHOTO XUPYPrudecKoro BMella-
TE/IbCTBA COCTABUII 12 MecAleB, a CpeJHMII CPOK Habmozie-
Hust mocre LASIK — 8 mecsitieB. ITarjueHTh! ObUIN pasfieneHb
Ha TPYIIbI B 3aBUCUMOCTY OT HaJM4MsA OCTATOYHONM MMO-
MY VIM TUIEpMETPOINN. B rpymnme ocTaToOYHO! MMOINM
OTMeueHO 3HaUMMO 6O0JIblilee CHIDKeHNUe ChpepruecKoro KoM-
noHeHTa pedpaxuyn (2,54 + 1,03 nporus -3,08 + 0,84 gnrp)
II0 CPaBHEHMIO C TPYIIION OCTAaTOYHON TI'MIIEPMETPOINN
(1,73 £ 0,63 mpotus 1,82 + 1,03 guTp). Bo Bcex rpynmax or-
MedeHa BbIcOKas (6omee 90 %) yacToTa IOmafaHusA B ped-
PaKIuIO L€/ U IPOLEHT JOCTVDKEHMA OCTPOTHI 3peHus 0,5
u Bbie [12].

Pasnenenne no BujiaM ma3epHOro XMPypru4eckoro BMe-
LIaTeIbCTBA A JOKOPPEKIMM OCTaTOYHON aMeTpOINM
(LASIK u ©PK) nocie akcTpakuum KaTtapakTsl 6bIIO Ipo-
BeneHo B pabore I.C. Kuo u coasr. [13]. Becero B nccnenosa-
HIe BK/I04YeHO 11 m1a3s 10 maumeHToB, a CpefHMUI CPOK ITOCIIe

2020;17(2):209-215

nepBoit onepanuu coctaBun 47 mecanes. [Tocne 12 mecAnes
HaOMIOIeHNsA OTMEYEHO CTaTUCTMYECKM 3HauMMOe CHIDKe-
Hyle ceprIecKoro KOMIIOHeHTa pedpakiym ¢ 3,76 £ 2,50
mo —0,88 * 1,43 gnTp. ABTOpbI OTMEYAIOT OTCYTCTBUE 3HA-
YMMBIX Pa3/IMuMii MEXAY LIeIeBOI M IOC/IeoNepaliIOHHON
pedpakimell, a TakKe BBICOKYI0 CTEIeHb Cy6beKTUBHOI
YZIOBJIETBOPEHHOCTH TAlMeHTOB [13].

HlonrocpouHble HabMIONEHNA IPYIIIBI MCEeBTOPAKMIHBIX
manueHToB nocne nposeneHna LASIK mogTsepaumn Bbico-
KyI0 CTabMIBHOCTb MeTOJa, MOKa3aHHYI B 6oee paHHUX
paborax. B Hameit paboTe KOppeKIMIO BBIOMHAIN METO-
namy ®PK, LASIK u ¢pemto-LASIK, npu sTom 6marompusr-
HBIIT PYHKIVMOHATBHBI 3 (}eKT TOCTUTHYT BO BCEX MCCIIe-
JyeMbIX TPYIIIaXx.

B mpencraBnenHoit pabore B rpymme II (smMerporus)
IPOBOAV/IM KOPPEKLMIO OCTaTOYHOTO acTUIMaTu3Ma. Bol-
HONMTHEHMe J1a3epHbIX pedpaKIVOHHBIX BMeNIaTeNbCTB
Y HaHHOJI TPYMIIbI MAIIMEHTOB MOXXET OBITH a/lbTePHATUBOI
UMIUTaHTanuu fo6aBouHol Topudeckoit VIOJI. Panee Hamu
ObIIM OIy6IVMKOBaHbI TaHHBIE HAOMIONEHNA 3a MaleHTaMn
C OCTaTOYHBIM aCTUIMATM3MOM ¥ MMIIIAHTaIel Topude-
ckux cynpKycHbx VIOJI Rayner Sulcoflex Toric [21] u Add-
on Torica-sPB [23]. B ommcaHHBIX cepusaX KIMHUYECKUX
crydae (7 1 3 MalyeHTa COOTBETCTBEHHO) JOCTUTHYT OII-
TUMAJIbHBII pepaKIMOHHBIN 3P PEKT ¥ OTMedeHa BBICOKas
CyOBeKTVBHAsA YHOBIETBOPEHHOCTDb IAIVIEHTOB. B maHHOI
paboTe B IpyIIIle C OCTAaTOYHBIM aCTUTMATU3MOM OTMEYEHO
Hambornblllee CHIDKEHUE IMIMHAPUYECKOTO KOMIIOHEHTa
pedpaxuyu ¢ -1,6 + 1,0 5o 0,03 + 1,10 gorp.

SAKNIOYEHUE

B mameit paboTe mpefcTaBieH aHaIM3 COOCTBEHHBIX
maHHbIX mokoppekumu Mertomamu LASIK, ®PK u demro-
LASIK na aprudakuunbix rmasax. [TokasaHa BbicOKas a¢-
(eKTUBHOCTb KOPPEKIIUN C JOCTIDKEHNEM pedppaKijum Len
B OOJIBIINHCTBE UCCIENOBAHHBIX CIyYaeB. YKa3aHHBII CIIO-
co6 MOXXeT OBITh MCIIONb30BAH KAK a/IbTEPHATIIBA OYKOBOII
U KOHTaKTHOJ KOPPEKLMM Y TaLIMEHTOB C OCTaTOYHOM aMe-
Tporueit mocue GpakoaMyIbCUPUKALNU KaTapaKThl U ped-
PAKIMOHHOI IeHCOKTOMUY ¢ uMIUTaHTanmeir VOJIL.
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