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Abstract

Keywords

Glaucoma is the second leading cause of blindness and the most common cause of irreversible blindness
worldwide. Primary angle closure glaucoma (PACG) accounts for 25% of glaucoma. Laser peripheral iridotomy
(LPI) has become the first line treatment for PACG and primary angle closure (PAC). The mechanism of LPI is to
use laser to create a hole in peripheral iris to relieve pupil block, deepen anterior chamber, expand chamber angle,
restore pathway of physiological aqueous discharge and reduce intraocular pressure. Studies have shown that LPI
can control intraocular pressure well in all stages of PAC, which is safe for PAC.

primary angle closure; laser peripheral iridotomy; progress of treatment
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HOCIRE 2R ZREHIRS, 5 — KA
WPESCH IR, 258 000 s A, HihE &
P £ B G ER (primary angle closure glaucoma,
PACG) 125%™, AN [vl Bl e A B e 11 16 5 %6 2 57
WA, Hid3/409 B EETE M . 72 EPACG
SHEHELIARSEAf#EIE30077, HP1s50
TR K W, 20194 P EPACGL AL &k
PUSIRE H + o B - B R - ik 45 B 2L R 1 4 45 5
HUAE B AR AEPACG A A HLI P o AR, 2
PACGHRAMKIEMIHBNINER , H R PACGHE Kk
BLH 43 S s P 2 70 . o e L BEL vy 780 L T R
R OBEARCHT OB L SRR B R Dk R
R R, FEPACGH # 2171 ZFh R R L,
%3#&5&%4[[&3}36?5‘?@(Preferred Practice Patterns,
PPP) NP 2 % 1K, TA W PACG 2 I & 1% 55 )
K] (primary angle closure, PAC)[—2, ¥ PAC
PRI 1) A SEIR M b5 A OGP (primary angle
closure suspect, PACS), Fi§ = 180° YL JI5/NGE W 42
fii (iridotrabecular contact, ITC), MR IEH H I
Mg, JC )R 3T S TR 3% (peripheral anterior
synechiae, PAS); Z)ﬁﬁ‘fﬁ%ﬁlﬂ\érﬂ(primary
angle closure, PAC), =180°HJITCHIPAS, =i}
JeThEr, O 2R i 3)PACG, =180°fWITC
MIPAS, FIRHEFE, MM, 4) 2]
5 F K f6 % (acute angle-closure crisis, AACC)§,
SR & 55 ff % P (acute primary-angle closure,
APAC), i f1 5 b 1A e R P R R T 7

19564F Meryer—Schwickerath[s]ﬁﬁ({ﬁﬁﬁﬁ
TOCCEE AR FATAL . A B2 704 L
K, WBOCHE AR, BOCRHI I ETIERAR (1aser
peripheral iridotomy, LPI)%&@FH?'IE)*D R 704E
Uk, LPIE BUNPACHI —ZRiHy7 ™, A SCHLPIFE
PACIH W FH i Je 41 o

1 LPI T1EIRIE M PEIENLE

L P FE A i B ) FH 30 76 J8) 30 o i 1 4T
fL, (75 FG B 2 8 R T, f#BRPACGHY
M FLBELT , NERET 55, PR AR, A (B
INGE VKA A B B K CHE iR AR, DT RR AR R
FE o BOGHT ALY A7 B N AR 5 1 426 DU A G B P T
e w2 A A, R AL A L I R
I H R R Bl L NG TS A L T R IX, DARE S R

JE RZOG Y K AR o TR R AR S R TR AR A Y, —
WA TERE12 507 HFATLPI, SrinivasanZE U584
B AT E S SRR R A G, BT
P11~ 1R B S 2~4 05 . HifIs~1048, 7B L
SPRBOR R AR, H VeraZ5 IR I OGS T B
SREE SITILAE T,

1.1 miEst

TSRO B FT AL B 32 R A SRR,
D7 Az i A AT S A SO A, R R R I ) A g
AE S /T AL L AT AR A AL 5, (2 SUR 2 i B
ML, ARG U R, I I ke w fik 4 21
PEAEIRAE B S, X R RO AT AR AT L i
S K EHOC T ARAF I L. 1) “BE (hump)”
Bk 2) g FoR, BRI EREOR, fEE
ARG A G BRE A T T I, ol 5 s 90 o A 8 7
R, FER/NDLBE . AR & 0O R 5 B B R 5
AL 3) HARHEOCR Z W BRI, HE
SEBUT I o O TR B 3 AT AR A A
G WRE . R, SR REIRA A
ROESRBEZK CEAYREYNET , AR T
T R BT

1.2 8 : KB AEA (Nd:YAG) #X

Nd:YAGHO2 HRTLPL 12 48 F iSOG RE IR
WOCHE R, RSl e Tl AR A
A AU BE . YAGUOEH R H S~15 mJ il [F 1Y 6E &
P/ S R R T Y W i KL S o = 1| '8
M R b A kR FH B LPTA BE VR

1.3 HtE e RECE R A

LP T H: At 3806 A A 45 kb SJ B0 L L
LR RAL Y (NA:YLE) WOt . 2 R A 3ok
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FEIND: YAGIOE S, 82 KARSE U8 7200 H AR
TR BIE N YAGHR A Ji i o BE DI BR A, JE H R
WL MR IR 2/3~3/ 4L TR 43 )2 5 5, T H
NA:YAGHOE M EE &L S, SR, Toliagn
R KR FEOERING YAGE: A O6 % 25 V)
P T 1 B0 B R AT e 2 Bl O 0 fiE
AU B R P AR e R ARGE - NG YAGIEO B K
BYAGHUEIRIT A AT IR % 4 . A3
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2.1 PACS

XFFPACS, ST {Z Wl Bl 1 B FHLP L £7 4
W, FEHEVURE . PACSYAE EHEZLPIAIT G
SAE L 1 A R R 458 1) 05 22 35 4 88.9%(16/18) . PACS
B AT LP U I A K I X BB R v e iy i IR
HA SO R0 B TR A /N T ) B g o2
@Lﬁﬂ%TMAHEE%ﬂw“Ohgém%
Vi TLPIAR G239 PACS ¥, PEH Bl 15 i |)
s6e™MH, IREET21 mmHg(l mmHg=0.133 kPa)E/‘J
F18%, 7% B E T B — 0 BRI R 25 WiRTT
0.4% M B FEZ THHEIEIRF AR, 20104F—Ti4F
X5 NBERRABEA | BEALXT B 58 PR . 4F
#s0% UL AHE, i @mH T mpiHELPI, 1.6%
M PACSTE64FE N e 24 & JE NPACG, TP PELPIA S
YRR TC T2 o il HR B e faf B O R HL
AP E AT T — T 64F Brfrts | BEAL BE 5, 7
B tELPIZE X He R VRIT 4L, KB NPACH B & 2k
ARV IR ) B BEAIK T 47%, T4 2 %A 51t
RO, EAFE AL R PACSHE N PACH) &
FRINTF 1%, mALTREAERE 22%, 19.4%247,
AT HELPUN A /D& o R 2 245, WO T
B 4 LP1) iz i F FPACS.,

2.2 PAC

HHT, LPIPEIN K 2 1B PAC B & b5 M G ]
KIBIFPACG R E RAERI B k7 1", PACH
PACGATLPIARJ5 & 1 57 £ 249 A @ 38 5 o), (1
KW EEHSOR A, Dada i HUBM
W5 s4 HPACHRLPIAR H S A J5 2 8 14 b7 #a JF ik
EE%SOO(Angle opening distance, AODSOO)EE
0.107 mmiE M1 40.208 mm, AARFHE M T 94%.,
ARMEEEHRGE . PACEE RJFILIKERT750 pm
Ak 5 f HF iR 2 (angle opening distance, AOD)H
(0.19£0.10) mm3¥% % (0.40£0.41) mm (P<0.05);
A 7 ¥R % (anterior chamber depth, ACD)
(1.64%0.44) mmi¥ % (2.70£2.32) mm (P<0.05); G ff
Eﬁﬁﬁiﬂ(angle recess area, ARA)H1(0.12£0.05) mm
%5 (0.234£0.09) mm (P<0.05) . — I Hif &P 14 BF
PP R fESOBIPACHR LPIAR R FIA 7 14> H i
IR BRSNS, LPIRGIRE
THE B LB i 26% /M 2 15% ., 2R % GE

PACHEHEZLPIRIT G BEVI S DL b, IR EART
21 mmHg }438.8%(38/98), KF21 mmHgH kA2
Wy sl G R AT BRSO R R 48% (47/98), KA Dr
A XM THREGIETF AR HN13.3%(13/98)
e3[R RESE T, PACHR FHLPIAR G T2 iF—
BRI R 42% ", 56%5Y, 67%2, T I
B 124 so A L 46N H, BEZEOLIRTF
A LA R 0%~13%, PACHEJE NPACGH) LN
§%~99%12132]

2.3 PACG

EJF —339 HPACGHEIRFTLPI)S, ACD,
AODyy, . /NGEIT S ff (trabecular-iris angle, TIA)
ARAT A G 2J5 T B G222 5P KaushikZ P
R I PACG & LPIAR FI A1 A J5 3 J 3 i 57 #1455 0
52, WOLHE LB B M 96 B3 I T 200%, HAhg
PRS- 70 7 17% ; UBMII 8 AODS00/1110.2 pm
BN 170.6 wmo 3 [E] A 5T R0 R
83%~100% I PACGHIRLPIAR G T Bk — LB S ZY
YIRIT , 20%~43%7: it — B AP H LR F
RIGIT . HEAE S LEERS, L FREN
41%(11/27), HB & TEA S8 LZERLEFR
FH20%(21/103) . 12 C/D HCAE A B3 £k 4 7
JEPACGHE A LPIAR G 5 ZATHL T LR F A M 15 15
S

2.4 APAC

APACHIWIIRIRYT H s A BEMRIR &, fffR &
PEREMR, EHNEER IR E . B TFLPIA M 2151
FER -2 a5 e, RS B A 2 0 TR T ik
Moghimi% P il : 52 HAPACHEZLPIRJG 64, 5r
55 WLEZ 55 FA 11 0.259% (Shaffer 5 2% ) 19 %6 21,224,
HaTE 17 388%),
OCT, AS-OCT)ill&, HflJAODSO0FITISA7S0
AN T 120%H193% ., Ahmadi%: %2150 HAPAC
iR, LPIRATPASH180°; LPIKR/G24MH, Ly
WOGALAT B BOCHL D A 4 3 58 T 0 119 .
0.16%% . LimZ%:PY%f44 HAPACHRATLPI, FEI14E,
KIA G 2 J8 b5 f 3 58 290.37%% , B W PASER
E, H43%0 RIRIOPHE T IE# 1, T8 225W
T ARIBIT

25509 [ APACXH I IR 2375 SAF N 5t 2k A /D)
DA G 75 X APACKT M HR AT P-4, , 5 A il 5 JE’M% Hij

i H 7 OCT (anterior segment
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B ff, TEAT IR PELPI . Ahmadi%E P HESE & R
LPIARJG2H, B ot fLA f T Jr ot L4 4
B GE0.119% . 0.16%% ., LimZ5 P ELAPACKH il R
PLIAR G2 b M 58 £90.339%, R4 H gy
0.98%% , H Fifi 1 1 [] b 5 i A % oK R Ao A . B
Y 25 DO 3 %6k 1 849 APAC XTI B LPIA J5 5 25 T i
TTUBMAES AR, K32 A 145 v & A 42 fl v s A O
A 26HR (33%), HiH3 min % 3 & 56 fH M
B A 1908 (24%) . VeraZsP7%f 7045 APAC Xl HR 17
LP1, “FHFtiili6.34F, 7%t B HPACG, AngZs"
Xt 80| APACK M HR i 1/750.8 H , & B 2451 37 Ji Sy
PACG, 8|55 e T WAL [l Jk Pk 5 M T, X
IO@JEEEﬁ]%}?ZI mmHg,

3 LPI #1F RUTEE F A TIBR *F L

F AR U D VI BR (surgical peripheral
iridectomy, SPI)[YJSEEFILPIAH ], {H [ SPIFE %
PIFIR Bk EE, HAMWMEERE . HERES . W
T E 2T AN, CREALPIBUL®Y, Go
LN 1491 PACG #5195 HIR HE4T T - 144,54
AWBETT, & BSPIAYIR 4% il i B %28 75.3%,
LPTHHR T 42 36 725 28 4 76.4% . Fleck5: "%} 52 1
APACXHIARSE Y4B 11.8 H , K ILPIZH FISPIZH
SEISHR A5 14.3 mmHgﬁFﬂ14.9 mmHg, HE & i
M ZERLGHFE XL, FleckG"X 21]APACH
FATAWHRSPL, 27047 WHRLPI, Ffiifi34F, LPIZ
730.57, SPIZHAH 110.30(P=0.08); LPIZH AISPIZ
R JEAK 21 mmHg 4351 470.4%F171.8% (P>0.05) .
— T X+ 16 1l PACG Y [ 5 BF 5% 43 12T 8
SPIMLPI M EAEFIEM I 2% Ba it 228 X
(P=0.63); HLPIZH T R T AR XS I 5w T
SPIZL, & 4 R LPI S SPIA JF %t ifiL- 5 /K 57
BEfsZm, kB YR - Bk bR, AR 1R
WLPIH, 28 J5 FEAMKE

4 LPI H X fE

LPIF UL 019 0 A3 8 B R e o v L o
PESHE AR A 4%, HA I & AE AL 4G A B i . A AR R
i MR BB . OGFLIAZE | EMEEOLIR .
BT3B . R BB 5 45 14 Waisbourd 451
XF 664 IR B EH AR ATLPT, R E xR RF

0.5~2 h, 12.1%(8/66)M} A AR AT F+ i K FS mmHg,
6.19%(4/66) THE KT 10 mmHg, H:H19.19%7 F FEHR
FEZ3WIRIT 5 19.7%TE 6 H IR 3O FL ] 2 BRIk
ITLPI; 3%(2/66) &ATI b5 i, 1.5% &40,
B B PR IR R e R A O R R R A 25 e, 25
S HG I L A T 3620512 H
IR EATLPLE B R 0 A e, & BT JBE 4 i 107 HR
(20.9%) . BHIHEIRE T = 8SHR (16.6%) . T BREBELR
A 140 (2.7%) . FAIEHAG100R (2%) . &R 45
P20 (0.49) . PR B AR 1HR (0.29%) . B
PR B8 2 2 R (0.496) 5 T 8% i i 7 2 1 BT £ Y
HOCR B E b A R A (33.7%, P=0.019), #H}
P IR T o 1 A B G R BB T R A R
#5(23.0%, P=0.047)., KWIKETi, VijayaZs
1909l 4% Z LPTIA Y7 I PACS . # Fl13 015l R 4%
LPIRY ST IR H AT T4 E B X, R BLIAITH AN
B AR L TR AL, ERA SRR L,
LPIA S5 A A0 58 o Tk s 0 32 26 55 A0 42 A0
L OGP RO s OY E E A
JAVIALAL & . FPIFLA RN L LR RE &2 A5 A
KA G, Congdon%‘%[mﬁﬁ%T217{§Uiﬁ%@]
FLLPIR R FH 52500 IE# B FH AT, A8
LPIAR J5 05 e A5 1) & A 5 IR G 2 75 38 26 JR V) 4L
JRI LR /N K 06 BRE d TTAH OGP o Srinivasan
20O T 28545 b 7 JE I FL B LP LR A /554 S
YIFLILPL, A J5 &0 /300 JE 31 FL 0o s 15 %
AR F T RVILA R, HERTRITFEX,
éﬁi@'ﬁCongdon%[m%{uo 111§ Vera 8 0 4% 38 850 )
JE 21 FL H B i i 5 L

5 45iE

[ 20194F fRPACGIZIA & H AL B T4
Pi P BRI Th i . A L BEL R A R
ERELPIEH SPI®Y, A A Al i FL B PR 3R,
TEFEGHOE A 100 B R (argon laser peripheral
iridoplasty, ALPI)"Y . SEEPPPE LA B BE i
PACH HELPI. 5 &3 P 1 B 7 LR O 22 9 & i
B, 7R PR R 324 40 %0 LP TR 38 BETE, Sy P
F R OLHR 8 Ve Rl IR T T i o

Zi b, LPIfEPACGH K BL REM IR b5 f 5E
&, BEE A RO IR I, R AH XS R A BRI
Jiik o Bl TLPIIAST I, AH 2 L] 0 58 3 7 24k
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