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PE3IOME

Lenb uccnenoBanus: 6bINONHUMb CPABHUMENbHBIL AHANU3 3PPeKmuUsHOCMU Npo8edeHuUs 1a3epHO20 Kepamomuesa in situ u umniaHmayuu
000a604HbIX UHMPAOKYAAPHBIX MUH3 (MOJ) 015 Koppekyuu ocmamoyHylx amemponuii Ha apmMu@aKULHbIX 271A3aX.

Matepuan u METOABI: 8 NPOCNEKMUBHOE OMKPbIMOE UcCIe008aHue sownu 74 nayuenma (98 enaz), Komopsivm nepesim 3manom Ovlaa npo-
8e0eHa pakoamynbcupukayus kamapakmol (n=53) unu peppakyuoHHas aeHcakmomus (n=45) c umnaaumayueii paznuyHsix mooeneti MOJI.
Kpumepuem exniovenus nayueHmos 6 uccie008aHue CAYiCcuno Haaudue ocmamoydnslx amemponuti nocne umniaaumayuu MOJI 6 cpoku
6 mec. u bonee, mpebyOWUX 0ONOTHUMEILHO20 XUPYPSUHECKO20 8MeWIamenbemea. M3 o0uwezo konuiecmsa nayueHmos MysiciuHbl cocma-
sunu 52,7% (n=39), ncenujunvl — 47,3% (n=35). Cpeonuii sospacm nayuenmos cocmasun 51,7+11,2 (19—-86) eooa. I'pynny I cocmasunu
50 nayuenmos, komopwim npogoounu LASIK (72 enasza) no cmandapmroii memoouke. B epynny Il eownu 24 nayuenma (26 21a3), komopbim
nposoounu umnaaumayuio 0o6asoynoti MOJI Rayner Sulcoflex (19 enas) u Add-onTorica-sPB A4FW (7 2na3).

PesynbTaThl uccnenoBanus: 6 gpynne | 3HAUUMbIX USMEHEHUl Cepuiecko20 KOMNOHeHma pedpakyuu 8 nocaeonepayuoHHOM nepuooe
He ebisigneHo (0,38+1,37 u 0,33+0,55 onmp coomeemcmeserro). OmmeyeHo cmamucmuyecku 3Haqumoe (p<0,05) chuncerue yuauHopuye-
cko20 komnoHenma peppakyuu ¢ -0,93+1,35 0o -0,12+0,73 onmp. B makcumanbHom nepuode HabMo0eHUS OMMeHeHO CMAmMUCMUYECKU 3HA-
yumoe (p<0,05) ysenuyierue HekoppusupoearHoli ocmpomsl 3perus 80ans (HKO30) ¢ 0,37+0,16 0o 0,76+0,19, makxcumansHO Koppuupo-
8aHHas ocmpoma 3perus é0as (MKO30) ocmasanace Ha 0oonepayuorHHom yposre. B epynne Il @ nocreonepayuoHHom nepuode nOKa3aHo
cmamucmuyecku 3Haqumoe (p<0,05) ysenuuenue HKO30 ¢ 0,26+0,21 oo 0,84%0,16, a maknce Hesnaqumoe (p>0,05) ysenuverue MKO30
¢0,85+0,16 00 0,89%0,15. OmmeueHo ymeHvlieHUE chepuieckozo komnonenma pegpakyuu — ¢ -0,07+3,3 00 0,02+0,48 onmp, yunuxHopue-
CK020 Komnonenma pegpakyuu — ¢ -1,17+2,4 00 -0,55+0,91 onmp (p>0,05 ). Cmamucmuyecku 3Ha4uMblX USMEHeHULl nokazameJeli kepamo-
Mempuu He 8biseneHo (p>0,05). 3nauerue unoekca 6ezonachocmu 6 epynne I cocmasuno 1,03, a 6 epynne Il — 1,06 (p>0,05). Ananozuynvie
pasaudus noayuensl u 015 unoekca appexkmusrnocmu (0,92 ¢ epynne I u 0,99 6 epynne I, p>0,05).

3akouenue: nposeOeHH bl CPABHUMEbHBIL AHAIU3 N00maeepoun s¢pgekmusHocms gvinonterus LASIK u umnaanmayuu 0ob6asounsix MOJT
KaK 3¢pPexmusHbIx Memo0os Koppekyul 0Cmamo4Hol amemponuu Ha nces00PakutHbIX 21a3ax. Bo écex epynnax ommeyeHo 3Haqumoe yee-
nuuerue HKO30. Boinonxerue LASIK accoyuupo8aro co 3HQHUMbIM CHUMICEHUEM YUIUHOPUHECKO20 KOMNOHeRma pegpakyuu. MHoexcw! a¢p-
pexmusHocmu u 6ezonaciocmu Gbiu conocmasumsl 6 06eux 2pynnax. Jns Koppekyuu ocmamoyHoli 8bICOKOU Muonuu u eunepmemponuu
nokazaxa umnaanmayus 0obasoutvix MOJI, a 019 koppekyuu muonuu cna0boli u cpedHeli cmeneHu, a maxvice 2unepmemponuu cnaboii cmene-
Hu — LASIK. [Tonyuennvie 0anHble N0380A10M PEKOMEHO08AMb NPUMEHEHUE 000UX MeM0008 00KOPPEKYUU 8 KITUHUYECKOU NpaKmuxe.
Kmrouessie cnosa: apmueakus, LASIK, do6asounsie HOJI, pemmoLASIK, dokoppekyus, ocmamoyHas amemponus.
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The efficacy of LASIK and secondary piggyback IOL implantation for
the enhancement after cataract surgery
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ABSTRACT

Aim: fo compare the efficacy of laser-assisted in situ keratomileusis (LASIK) and secondary piggyback intraocular lens (IOL) implantation for
residual refractive errors after cataract surgery.

Patients and Methods: prospective open-label study included 74 patients (98 eyes) who underwent cataract surgery (53 eyes) or refractive
lens exchange (45 eyes) with the implantation of various IOL models. Inclusion criterion was residual refractive error persisted for 6
months or more after IOL implantation that required additional surgery. Of 74 patients, 52.7% (n=37) were men and 47.3% (n=35) were
women. Mean age was 51.7+11.2 years (19-86 years). Group I included 50 patients who underwent standard LASIK (72 eyes). Group Il
included 24 patients (26 eyes) who underwent secondary piggyback I10L implantation (Rayner Sulcoflex, 19 eyes, or Add-onTorica-sPB
A4FW, 7 eyes).
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Results: in group I, no significant changes in spherical equivalent were revealed postoperatively (0.38+1.37 and 0.33+0.55, respectively ).
Cylindrical equivalent reduced from -0.93+1.35 to -0.12+0.73 (p<0.05). Distance uncorrected visual acuity (UCVA) significantly
improved after a maximum follow-up from 0.37+0.16 to 0.76+0.19 (p<0.05) while distance best-corrected visual acuity (BCVA) remained
unchanged. In group I, distance UCVA significantly improved from 0.26+0.21 to 0.84%0.16 (p<0.05) while distance BCVA improved from
0.85%0.16 t00.89+0.15 (p>0.05). Spherical and cylindrical equivalents reduced from -0.07+3.3 t00.02+0.4 and from -1.17+2.4 t0-0.55+0.91,
respectively (p>0.05). No significant changes in keratometry readings were revealed (p>0.05). Safety index was 1.03 in group I and 1.06 in
group I (p>0.05). Efficacy index was 0.92 in group I and 0.99 in group Il (p>0.05).

Conclusion: our findings demonstrate that both LASIK and secondary piggyback IOL implantation are effective for residual refractive errors
after cataract surgery. Significant improvement of distance UCVA was revealed in both groups. LASIK results in significant decrease of
cylindrical equivalent. Efficacy and safety indices were similar in the groups. Secondary piggyback I0L implantation is recommended for
residual high myopia and hyperopia while LASIK is recommended for residual low to moderate myopia and low hyperopia. Therefore, both
enhancement techniques may be applied in ophthalmological practice.

Keywords: pseudophakia, LASIK, secondary piggyback IOLs, femtoLASIK, enhancement, residual refractive error.
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BBENEHUE

HecmoTpst Ha 3HaumTeNbHbIE NOCTHKEHNUSI B 001aCTH CO3-
ZlaHKSl HOBBIX Mozeneit UHTPaokynspHbIx snH3 (MOJT) u pas-
paboTKy $opmyI1 MOCIenHero MoKOJeH!s IJIs pacuera UXx Or-
THYECKON CHJIbI, KOpPpEKL1s OCTaTOUHbIX aMeTpOINuit Mocye
¢daxosmysbcuPprKaLUY KaTapaKTbl UM JIEHCOKTOMUU U UM-
nnantauuu MIOJT ocraercs 3HauMmMort npo6iemMoii B opraabMo-
xupypruu [1-3]. YactoTa ocTaTOUYHbIX aMeTPOMNUii HEBEJIUKA,
OJIHAKO MX HaJlMuKMe OCJIOXKHSIET 3PUTEJIbHYI0O M COLMAJIbHYIO
ajanTaumio nauueHToB [4]. VI3 Hanbomnee 3HauMMbIX mapame-
TPOB OCTAaTOYHbIX AMETPOMMUii BbILENSIOT OLIMOKY MPOrHO-
3MpoBaHMsl (prognostic error) ¥ CpenHIow abCOMOTHYIO MO-
rpeitHocTb (mean absolute error), mpu 3TOM MOKa3aHO, YTO
BUJ MCHOJb3yeMblX GopMyIl IJ1sl pacyeTa ONTUUECKON CHJIbl
MOJ1, xapakTepuCTUKX UMIJIAHTUPYEMO¥ JIMH3bl, BO3PACT, M0J1
MaLMeHTOB U JIaTePalbHOCTb B OAMHAKOBOH CTENeHU BIUSIOT
Ha BEpPOSITHOCTb OLIMOKK B NOCJ/IEONepaLiOHHOM nepuoze [5].
Bmecre ¢ Tem B nuTepaType LOCTYMHO OrpaHM4eHHOe KOJI-
4ecTBO paboT, B KOTOPbIX MPOBOJAST CPABHUTEJIbHBIN aHAIN3
HECKOJIbKMX METOZIOB KOPPEKLMM OCTAaTOYHBbIX aMeTpOIHii
Ha nceBOo(aKUYHbIX [71a3ax.

Lenb uccnenoBaHusi — BbINOJIHUTb CPABHUTETIbHBIN aHa-
3 3¢PpQPeKTUBHOCTU TMPOBENEHUS] JIa3ePHOTO KepaToMue-
3a in situ v ummanTauun fo6asounbix MOJI ang koppexuuu
OCTaTOYHbIX AMETPONHUIt Ha apTUPAKUUHDIX [71a3aX.

MATEPYAJ U METO/IbI

B nccnenosanue BrimoueHsl 74 nauuenta (98 mas) c ¢a-
KO3MYyJIbcUUKaLIMel KaTapakTbl (n=53) WM yAaieHneM mpo-
3payHoOro Xpycraiauka ¢ pedpakUMOHHOM Uenbio (n=45)
v umnnanrauueit MOJI B 2012—-2017 rr. Kputepuem Bkitoue-
HUSI NIALMEHTOB B MCCJIENOBaHME SIBUIOCh HalW4Me OCTaTo4-
HbIX pepaKkLMOHHBIX MOrPELIHOCTeN MOCe WMIUIaHTaluK
MOJ1 B cpoku 6 Mec. u 6osnee, YTO NPUBENIO K HEOOXOAMMOCTH
TOMOJIHUTENIbHBIX XMPYPrUUecKUX BMellaTesbCTB. JKeHLIMHbI
cocraBumu 47,3% (n=35), my>kuuel — 52,7% (n=39). Bos-
pacTHoii [uanasoH Bapbuposan ot 19 1o 86 (51,7£11,2) ner.

BceMm nauyeHTam npoBoaMaM Kak cTaHxapTHoe (aBToped-
paKTOMeTpHsl, TOHOMETPHS, BH3OMETPHS, KOMIIbIOTEPHAS
nepumeTpust, GUOMUKPOCKONKsI, OPTATILMOCKOINUS B YCIIOBH-
SIX MaKCHMaJbHOTO MHZIpMa3a), TaK M CreluanbHoe (KepaTo-
Tonorpadusi, axorpacusl, yabTpa3ByKoBasi NaXMMETPHS, ONTH-
yeckast KOrepeHTHast OMOMETpHS C ONpezieNieHneM akCHasIbHOM

IJIMHBI [71a3a, [TyOMHbI NepenHelt KaMepbl 1 KPUBM3HBI POTOBH-
1bl, 110 TIOKA3aHUSIM — ONTHUECKasi KorepeHTHast ToMorpadusi)
o¢TanabMoornyeckoe 00cieoBaHie.

Bun wucnonb3yemoii [OKOppeKuMy Onpenenns Bbliese-
HWe rpynn nauveHTos. [pynny | cocraBunn 50 naumeHToB,
koTtopbiM nposoaunn LASIK (72 rnasa) no crannapTHoil Me-
tonvke. B 6 (8,3%) cny4asix MCrnosnb30Banu COMPOBOXKIEHNE
Ha ¢pemrocekyHnHoM nadepe FS200 WaveLight (Alcon, CLLIA).
Cpennsisl onTvYeckasl cuwyia MMIUIAHTMPOBAHHBIX 1O Hauasa
uccnenoBanus MOJT cocrasuna 21,7+3,4 (ot 13 no 30) anTp.
LleneBas pedpaxumsi BapbupoBana B auanaszoHe ot -0,25
10 0,25 nntp y 6onblLuMHCTBA naumeHToB (97,5%), B 2 cnyuasx
oHa cocTasuna -1,5 u -2,5 antp. Cpennuit nepuor, HabOmoe-
Hug coctaBun 7,1+1,2 (ot 6 no 12) mec.

B rpynny Il Bouwm 24 nauuenta (26 r1as), KOTOPbIM NPO-
BOAMAM uMMaHTauuio ao6asounbix MOJI Rayner Sulcoflex
(n=19; 73,1%) u Add-onTorica-sPB A4FW (n=7; 26,9%)
COITIaCHO MeTOZIMKaM, OMMCaHHBIM HaMmu paHee [6, 7]. Llene-
Bas pedpakuus Takke BapbupoBana B auanasoHe oT -0,25
10 0,25 anrp. Cpenuuii nepron HabmoxeHKs coctaui 6,6+ 1,0
(ot 6 1o 10) mec.

N3  conyrcTytoweil  OQTaIbMONIOIMYECKON  MAaTOJIOTUH
B rpymne | B npenonepaLyioHHOM Meprozie OTMEeYau: coueTa-
HUe «CyXoit» (OpMbl BO3PACTHON MaKyJISPHOM JereHepaunu
(BMII), myonuu BbICOKOI cTeneHu U craduinombl (n=2; 2,8%),
BMI (n=12; 16,7%), rnaykomy | cranuu (n=1; 1,4%), am6mvio-
nvio  pasnuuHoro rexesa (n=21; 29,2%) u mucrpoduro Oyk-
ca (n=2; 2,8%). B rpynne I onpenensim BMJI (n=3; 11,5%),
rnaykoMy | cramuu (n=2; 7,7%), CTauMOHapHblii KepaTOKOHYC
(n=3; 11,5%), ambmiommio (n=2; 7,7%) U COCTOSIHUE MOCTIe
LASIK npu Muonuu Bbicokoii crenenn (n=2; 7,7%).

Y Bcex MmauyeHTOB MOHOJIATEPAIbHO MCCIIENOBAIN OCHOB-
Hble OMOMeTpHueckre M pedpaKLMOHHbIE (PYHKLMOHAJIbHbIE
riapameTpbl B NOC/Ie0NepaLyioHHOM eproze. [lomnumo aroro,
onpenesnsiii MHAEKChbl Ge3onacHocTi u 3¢pdektuBHOCTH. UH-
TeKc 3P PEeKTUBHOCTH COOTBETCTBOBAJ COOTHOLLEHHIO CPERHEl
HexoppuruposanHoit (HKO31) u makcrmanbHO KOppUrMpo-
BaHHOit (MKO3n) ocTpoTbl 3peHust BAalb B MOCjeonepaum-
OHHOM MepHozie, a MHAEKC Ge3omacHocTH — cpenHeit MKO3n
B I10CJIe- U JOONEPALIOHHOM NIEPUOJIE.

OCHOBHbIE XapaKTepPHUCTHKK MAalLMeHTOB NpUBENEHbl B Ta-
6nuue 1.

Cmamucmuyeckyto 06pabomky pesynbTaToB HUCCIENO0Ba-
HUSI IPOBOAWJIM C TMPUMEHEHHEM KOMIIbIOTEPHBIX MPOrpamMmM
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Ta6bnuua 1. O6Lan xapakTepucTrka naumMeHToB B goorepa-
LIMOHHOM nepuoae
Table 1. Preoperative clinical characteristics of patients
Tpynna l Tpynna Il
Moka3zartenb (LASIK) (no6aBounblie N0ON)
Parameter Group | Group Il
(LASIK) (secondary 10L)
BospacT, rogb! 50,8+13,9 53,5+18,2
Age, years (19-79) (23-86)
Mon: MYX./)KEH. 93/97 16/8
Gender: men/women
53?’::;;‘::(‘:‘::";;'] 0,38+1,37 -0,07+3,29
Spherical equivalent, D (-4,25-3,0) (-7,5-6,75)
E::::ﬂg;:‘:l("::: . -0.93+1,35 -1,17£2,40
Cylindrical equivalent, D (-4,0-2,75) (-55-2.75)
Ocb UMnMHAPa, rpagycbl 99,1+57,3 102,9+46,6
Cylinder axis, degrees (0-179) (4-173)
lokasarenu kepaTomMeTpuu
Keratometry values
K1 42,3+2,9 40,7+3,89
(35,25-47,75) (29-45)
K2 44,0£2,17 43,3+4,79
(37,0-48,25) (31-50,75)
HKO3p 0,37+0,16 0,26+0,21
Distance UCDVA (0,05-0,85) (0,02-0,7)
MKO03g 0,83+0,16 0,85+0,16
Distance BCDVA (0,5-1,0) (0,5-1,0)
MpumeyvaHue. 3HauyuMbIx pa3nmymii MEXAY nayveHTamu 2 rpymn B goonepa-
LMOHHOM riepuoge He BbisiBrieHo (p>0,05). HKO34 — HekoppuripoBaHHas
ocTporta 3penus Baanb, MKO34 — MakcumaribHO KoppUrupoBaHHasi octpoTa
3peHus Baarsb.
Note. No significant differences between the groups preoperatively (p>0.05).
UCVA — uncorrected visual acuity, BCVA — best-corrected visual acuity.

Microsoft Excel 2010 (Miscrosoft corp., CLLIA) n Statistica
10.1 (StatSoft, CLLIA). PaccuutbiBanu cpenHee apudmernye-
ckoe 3HaueHre (M), cTaHIapTHOe OTKJIOHeHMe OT Hero (SD),
MMHMMAaJIbHblE 11 MaKCHMMaJbHble 3HaueHusl. [Ipy oLieHKe Ji0-
CTOBEPHOCTH Pe3yJbTaTOB NPHUMEHsIH t-Kputepuit CTblofieH-
Ta. 1719 cpaBHEHMS YaCTOTbI BCTPEUAEMOCTH NPH3HAKa NpUMe-
HSJIM TOYHBIA KpuTepuit Puitiepa. JloBepuTebHbIN HHTEpBaN
coctaBui 95%.

PE3Y/ILTATBI U OBCY>KIEHUE

B rpynne | 3HauuMMbIX M3MeHeHMiT cHepruueckoro KoMmo-
HeHTa pedppakLyy B [I0CTI€0NepaLiOHHOM NePHOJIE He BbisiBIle-
Ho (0,38+1,37 nntp u 0,33+0,55 ANTpP COOTBETCTBEHHO), TPU
3TOM MakCUMaJsbHOe 3HadeHue coctaBuwio +1,5 antp (puc. 1).
Otmeueno craructuvecku 3HauuMmoe (p<0,05) cHuskeHue
LUMJIMHAPUYECKOro KoMMoHeHTa pedpakuud ¢ -0,93%1,35
1o -0,12+0,73 (puc. 2), B 3 cny4asx 3Ha4yeHMs rokasareris
npesbicny 1,5 anTp. B MakcumanbHOM nepuozne HaGmone-
HUSI OTMeYeHO craructryecku 3HauuMmoe (p<0,05) yBennue-
nue HKO3px ¢ 0,37+0,16 no 0,76=0,19, MKO3n ocraBanach
Ha Jl0OnepaLMoHHOM YypoBHe. [lpu aHanu3e naHHBIX Kepa-
TOMeTpUM B TocjeonepauroHHom nepuoge (K1=422+2/14

—— sph o onepauum

pre-op sph
—— sph nocne onepauuu
4 0 post-op sph
4 1
0/ T\t
39 13
38 14
37 - 15

KOJIM4ecTBO cnyvyaes

29 23
8576 2524 cases (n)

Puc. 1. Juarpamma 3Ha4eHui cchepmn4eckoro KOMMoHeHTa
pedpakLummn B 0o- 1 NocieonepaLmMoHHom nepyoge B rpynne |

Fig. 1. Pre- and postoperative spherical equivalent in group |

u K2=43,5+6,12) 3HauMMBbIX PasMuMii MO CPABHEHHMIO C JIO-
OrepaLMOHHbIMY [10Ka3aTeNsiMU He BbisBiieHo (p>0,05).

B rpynne II B mocneonepalMOHHOM IepyoOfe TOKasa-
HO craTtucThuecku 3Hauumoe (p<0,05) yeenuuenne HKO3x
¢ 0,26x0,21 gntp no 0,84+0,16 anTp, a Takxe He3Ha-
uumoe (p>0,05) yeenmuenne MKO3pg ¢ 0,85+0,16 nnrp
1o 0,89+0,15 antp. OTMevyeHO yMmeHblieHne cHepruueckoro
KoMmmnoHeHTa pedpaxuuu ¢ -0,07+3,3 no 0,02+0,48 antp,
LUWIMHAPUYECKOTO KOMITOHeHTa pepakuun — ¢ -1,17+x24
10 -0,55+,91 ontp, onHAKO pa3nnumMs B J0- U NOC/IeonepalnoH-
HOM MepHozie He OblIK CTaTUCTHYeCKH 3HaunMbiMK (p>0,05).
Ins ceprueckoro KOMIOHeHTa pedpakLUW MaKCHMasb-
HOe 3HaueHKe COCTaBWJIO -1 ANTP, AJs LUUIMHAPUUECKOro —
-1,5 antp (puc. 3, 4). OTCYTCTBME 3HAYMMbIX PA3JINUMIi BbISIB-
JIGHO U NpY CPaBHEHMM MOKasarerneil KepaTOMeTpUK B Ipynnax
I 11l (40,7£3,89 1 40,6+4,05 nnsa K1 1 43,3+4,79 n 43,1£4,96
1715 K2 coorBercTBenHo). B 4 cnyyasix oTMedeHa poTauust UM-
MIaHTMpOBaHHOM f06aBouHoi UOJI, uto noTtpeboBasno aomnos-
HUTEJIbHOTO XMPYPruueckoro BMeIlaTeIbCTBa.

Ipu aHanm3e vHueKca 6€30MacHOCTH €ro 3HaueHue B rpy-
ne | cocrasuno 1,03, a B rpynne Il — 1,06, npu 3tom pasnu-
uusl He ObUIM CTATMCTHYecKu 3HaunmMbiMu (p>0,05). AHaso-

— ¢yl go onepauum
pre-op cyl

—— ¢yl nocne onepauyuu

42 . post-op cyl
4 11
40 12
39 s
38 =7 N 14
37 Z /N 15
36 /l;? '} \‘ 16
353 0"' - “‘ 181 '

KONNYecTBO Cly4aes
cases (n)

Puc. 2. lnarpamma 3Ha4eHu LUANHOPUHECKOrO KOMMO-
HeHTa pedpakLum B 0O- 1 NOCIEoNepaLoHHOM Neproae
B rpynne |

Fig. 2. Pre- and postoperative cylindrical equivalent in group |
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—— sph o onepauuu
pre-op sph

—— sph nocne onepauun
post-op sph

KONWYecTBO Cly4aes
cases (n)

14 13

Puc. 3. [lnarpamma 3Ha4eHuIn chepruyeckoro KOMNoHeHTa
pedpakumm B fO- 1 NOCneonepaumoHHOM neprone
B rpynne |l

Fig. 3. Pre- and postoperative spherical equivalent in group Il

TMYHble Pa3yIMuMs MOJIyYeHbl U A7 UHAeKca 3$PEeKTUBHOCTH
(0,92 B rpynne [ u 0,99 B rpynne Il cootBercTBenHo; p>0,05),
YTO MO3KET ObITb CBSI3aHO C 6OJIbLIMM Pa3bpOCOM JoomepaLy-
oHHbIx 3HaueHnit HKO31 1 MKO3g B rpynme 1.

JlonosHUTENbHO MALMEHTOB 00eMX Py pasneNiiv B 3a-
BUCHMOCTH OT TUIa aMETPONMHM Ha NOATPYNIb: A — NaLMeHTb
C TUnepMeTponueil ¥ runepMeTponueii B COUeTaHUn C acTur-
MaTuamMoM, B — ¢ mMuonuei u Muonuei B coueTaHuu C aCTur-
MaTHU3MOM.

B rpynne IA (49 rmas) ormeueHo ysenuuenne HKO3n
¢ 0,38+0,16 nntp no 0,75+0,18 nnrp (p<0,05), nsmene-
Hns MKO3n He pocTurnmm ypoBHSI CTAaTUCTMYECKOW 3Ha-
yuMocTd. [loKasaHO CTaTUCTMYeCKM 3HAUMMOE CHIDKEHHe
cepuueckoro KoMmrnoHenra pedppakuun c¢ 1,22+0,41 anrp
no 0,45x0,08 npntp (p<0,05), UMAMHAPUUYECKOTO KOMIIO-
HeHTa pedppakunu — ¢ -0,98+0,2 antp no -0,09+0,17 antp
(p<0,05). Moxasarenu keparomerpun K1 u K2 usmeHnsiuce
He3HaunMo (41,4+2,18 npotus 41,8+2,25 n 43,4+2,08 npo-
tiB 43,3%1,9 coorBercTBeHHO; p>0,05).

Ins nauuentoB rpynnbl IB nokasan poct HKO3p
¢ 0,30%0,15 anTp mo 0,78+0,21 mntp (p<0,05), MKO3n —
¢ 0,84+0,11 antp o 0,87%0,12 mntp (p>0,05). OT™MeueHO
3HauMMoOe M3MeHeHHe CPepuuecKoro KOMMOHeHTa pedpak-
uuu ¢ -0,96+0,7 antp o 0,05+0,65 nntp, T. e. LleNeBO 3M-
metporuu (p<0,05), U craTucTM4YecKd He3HAUMMOe — LH-
JIMHAPUYECKOrO KOMMOHeHTa pedpakuuu ¢ -0,8+0,53 antp
1o -0,39+0,42 ontp (p>0,05). B nocneonepauoHHOM nepu-
ofle TI0Ka3aHO CTATUCTUYECKU He3HauMMoe CHMUXKeHWe TOKa-
3areneii keparometpun K1 n K2 — ¢ 44,2+1,6 no 43,2+1,7
uc45,3+1,4 no 44,2+1,5 coorsercteenHo (p<0,05).

B rpynne IIA (13 rna3) ormeuen poct HKO3n c 0,34+
0,22 antp B noonepauroHHoM nepuoze o 0,87+0,13 antp
B nocneonepauronHom (p<0,05), snauenust MKO3n ocraBa-
JIMCh QHAJIOTMYHBIMU TaKOBbIM 10 onepauuu. OTMeueHo cTa-
tuctuyecku 3Hauumoe (p<0,05) cHmxeHue cdepuieckoro
KoMroHeHTa pegpakumu ¢ 2,42+1,74 antp no -0,14+0,5 anTp,
a Takke M3MeHeHNe LMIMHAPUUECKOro KOMIOHeHTa pedpak-
umu ¢ -0,17£2,42 nntp no -0,15+0,91 nntp (p>0,05).

I'pynna 1B (12 ma3) npu ucxomHo Oosiee HU3KUX MO-
kasarenssx HKO3n (0,16+0,15 nanTp) xapakTepusoBa-
Jach 3HauMMbIM poctoM rnokasarens po 0,80+0,18 nntp
(p<0,05), a TaKkKe CTATMCTUYECKM HE3HAYMMBIM YBeJIMYe-

— ¢yl no onepauuu
pre-op cyl

—— cyl nocne onepauun
post-op cyl

KONUYEecTBO Ciy4aes
cases (n)

14 13

Puc. 4. lnarpamma 3Ha4eHu LMANHOPUYECKOrO KOMIMO-
HeHTa pedpakLum B 0O- 1 NOCIeoNepaLMoHHOM Neproae
B rpynne |l

Fig. 4. Pre- and postoperative cylindrical equivalent in group Il

Hruem MKO3gn ¢ 0,81+0,15 antp no 0,91+0,13 antp B mno-
cneonepauroHHom nepuoze (p>0,05). OTMeueHo CHUXKEeHNe
cdepuyeckoro KoMroHeHTta pedpakuuu ¢ -2,95%2,27 nnrtp
10 0,16+0,42 nnrp (p<0,05) ¥ LUUAMHAPUYECKOTO KOMITOHEH-
Ta peppakunu ¢ -2,61+1,55 antp no -0,59+0,96 nnrp B mak-
cvMMasibHOM nepuoge Habmonenus (p<0,05).

[lpy npoBezneHUM CpPaBHUTEJILHOTO aHaNIU3a MeXAy rpy-
namu A u lIA, IB u [IB oTMeueHO npenMy11eCcTBO METOAA UM-
manTauuu 1o6asoutbix MOJI 171 KOppeKLyi 0CTaTOUHOM I'i-
NIepMETPONMK CPeiHeil X BbICOKO# CTereHH, a TaKke MUOTIH
BbICOKO/1 CTeneHH. Y MauMeHTOB C OCTaTOYHO!M MHUOMUe ca-
00i1 M cpenHeil CTeneHy, a TaKXe runepMerpornueii cnadoi
CTereH! BO3MOKHA 9 eKTUBHAs KOPPEKLHMs C MPMMeHeHneM
LASIK.

Beibop Meronma JOKOppEKLMM OCTAaTOUHBIX aMETPOIHii
nocne umriantauny MOJI ocraercst aktyanbHOM npobieMoit
odranbMonorun. Llnpokoe BHeApeHe B KIMHUUYECKYIO NPaK-
THKY HOBBIX TEXHOJIOTMiI KOPPEKLMH, pa3paboTka HOBbIX pe-
KMMOB pepaKLIMOHHOI XUPYpruu 1 TUMoB fo6aBouHbix MOJI
T03BOJISIOT MPOBOAMTb KOPPEKLMIO B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT KOH-
KPETHBbIX aHaTOMUUYECKUX U PYHKLIMOHAJIbHBIX XapaKTePUCTHK
nauueHTa.

Ham He ynanoch HaiiTi B iMTeparype aHanorM4HbIX Ucce-
DOBaHM, MOCBSILLEHHbIX CPABHWTEJIbHOMY aHAIM3y pe3ylib-
tatoB npoBezeHnst LASIK u ummnanraumn no6asounsix MOJI
y COMOCTaBMUMBbIX TPy natueHToB. [TpoBeneHo 6oJblioe Ko-
JIMYECTBO MCCJIEJOBAHMIA, MOCBSILEHHbIX OCHOBHBIM METOZlaM
KOPpEKLMHM aMeTpoIuii Ha nceBHO(aKUUHbIX I71a3aX, BKJIO-
yas pedpakLMOHHble BMellaTenbcTBa, 3ameny MOJI u um-
mnadTauuio nodasounoii MOJI [8—12]. Bmecte ¢ TeM B 60Jb-
LIMHCTBE paboT MpencTaBlieH aHaunM3 COOCTBEHHbIX NaHHBIX
00 3¢ eKTUBHOCTH NPUMEHEHHs OINHOrO M3 YKa3aHHbIX Me-
TOZOB JOKOPpeKLMK. B eMHMuHbIX paboTax MpHBesieHbl AaH-
Hble O pe3y/bTaTax CPaBHUTENbHOTO aHanM3a IByX U Ooiee
Croco60B KOPPeKLMM OCTaTOUHbIX ameTponuit. Tak, B paboTe
H.E. El Awady et al. npencraBneH aHanu3 pe3ysibTaToB JOKOP-
pekuuy y 23 naLuneHToB METOAaM1 MMILIaHTALMK J0OABOUHBIX
cynbkycHbix MOJI 1 3amenbt MOJI. CornacHo MHeHMIO aBTOPOB
uMmrianTauus nobasouroit MOJT sBnsietcs 6e3onacHoi, a¢-
($EeKTUBHOI ¥ TeXHUYECKH HECTIOXKHOI albTePHATUBOI 3aMeHbl
MOJ1y nauueHToB ¢ 0CTaTOUHO MUOMHKEl UM TUIepMeTpONH-
eil nocne ummnantauuu nepsoit MOJI [13].
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B Poccun cpaBHuTeNbHBII aHAIW3 BiepBble IPOBEJEH B pa-
6ote M.M. Brk6oBa 1 coasrt. (2012). ABTOpBI M3y4asnu n3Me-
HeHusl abeppaLyii ONTUYECKOi CUCTeMbI apTH(HAKUUHOTO I71a-
3a nocne umranTtaumu gooasoudoit MOJT Sulcoflex n LASIK,
Tp¥ 3TOM B 00eNX Ipymnnax OTMEYeHO yMeHblleHe abeppaLmit
HU3LLEro rnopsiika 0e3 yBennueHHs: CyMMapHbIX abeppaLmit
Bbiciero nopsiaxa [14]. Cxoxxue naHHble MPeACTaBIIeHbl B pa-
6ote 0.B. Taxtaesa 1 E.I. Borauyka. ABTOpbI POBOAMIIM OLIEH-
KY MHIYLIMPOBAHHBIX aMETPOIMii M KOHTPACTHOH YyBCTBUTEJIb-
HOCTU mocrie BbinosHenus LASIK, ummnnanTaumy 1o6aBoYHbIX
MOJI u 3amenbt MOJI Ha apTrdaxknuHbix rnasax. Haumenbiune
3HaueHMs! KOHTPACTHON UyBCTBUTEJIbHOCTH MOJTyUeHbl B IPyI-
ne ¢ umruiaHrauueit no6asounsix MUOJI [15]. B Hatueit pabore
OLIEHKY JJaHHbIX TTOKa3aTeseli He TPOBOIUIN.

B pa6ore M.I. Khan 1 M. Muhtaseb npencrasinetb! JaHHbIE
00 umMruiantauun gobasounoii IOJT Sulcoflex 4 nauumenTam,
TIPY 3TOM Y OIHOTO U3 HUX B aHAMHe3e OTMeueHbl IByXCTOPOH-
Huit LASIK 1 pedpakumoHHas IeHCOKTOMMS C UMITIaHTaLueil
akkomozupyroueit MOJI, a y Tpoux — 3KCTpakLms KaTapakTbl
¢ uMIUtaHTaumeit MoHogokanbHoit MOJL. Bo Bcex onucaHHbIX
CIyyasix OTMeUeHa MoJIOXKUTeNbHasg pedppakUMOHHAs JMHAMU-
Ka [16].

SAKJIIOYEHUE

[lpoBeneHHbIii CpaBHUTENbHbINA aHANNM3 MOATBEPOUN 3¢-
¢dekTiBHOCTb BbinosHeHus: LASIK u ummnnanraumm no6asou-
Hbix MOJ1 kak 3¢ PeKTUBHBIX METOZIOB KOPPEKLIMHM OCTaTOUHOM
ameTponuu Ha nceBnodakUIHbIX I71a3ax. Bo Bcex rpynnax ot-
MeueHO 3HaunMoe yBenudeHne HKO3x. Boimonnenue LASIK
aCCOLIMMPOBAHO CO 3HAYMMbIM CHUXXEHMEM LIMJIMHIPUYECKOro
KoMMoHeHTa pedpakunn. Uunekcbl addextrBHOCTH M Oe3-
OMacHOCTH ObIIM COMOCTaBMMBbI B 00eyx rpymnmnax. [171s Koppek-
LMY OCTaTOYHOM BbICOKOJ MMOMMU M TMIIEPMETPONKM MOKa3a-
Ha nMmIanTauus jo6asounbix MOJI, a fu1st koppeKUnn MHONUK
cnaboii M cpeliHeil CTeneHH, a TaKxKe rnepMeTporMy caboit
crenenn — LASIK. [lonyueHHble JaHHbIE TTIO3BOJISIIOT PEKOMEH-
I0BaTh MpUMeHeHHe 000X METOJOB JOKOPPEKLMH Ha apTH-
(dakMUHbIX I71a3aX B KJIMHUYECKOi MPaKTHKe.
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