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Research progress on the pathogenesis of primary acquired

nasolacrimal duct obstruction
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Primary acquired nasolacrimal duct obstruction (PANDO), which mainly occurs in the middle-aged and elderly
women, is the most common type of obstructive diseases of the lacrimal duct, and it is also a common and
frequently-occurring disease in ophthalmology. It constantly occurs secondary to various symptoms and signs of
acute or chronic dacryocystitis, which seriously affects the daily work and life of patients. This article summarizes
the research progress on the possible pathogenesis of PANDO in recent years, the urgent problems to be solved
and the hot research directions in the future, aiming to further deepen the understanding of the occurrence and
development of lacrimal obstructive diseases.
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MR IT12 24939 I 58 34 A3 TH T8 BH ZE P
FH 2 AT LA AR TE ATAT AR AL, W W T IH/ AL
H/NE . THE - 80H 8 58 S b R B iH A R
FCpTH /N LR AL B ZE 55 1 i 87 %,
B D A 4% TH RE IR o A B g R A R A T AR A
P 55 JH 4 BH ZE (primary acquired nasolacrimal duct
obstruction, PANDO)SIZﬁJQEEE%ﬂﬂ3O.47/IOﬁ,
HAZ Wb o S i T RE IR, TH 3 b Uk £ 5 3H 18 52
APHZE, vk AR b/ /N SOR G, B ZE
PRI T B H A, AT SO AT 280 e o
By, HEBR A4k & % P PAND O JE —Fl A
JEC IR B i PR 25 A AR, 200 B R AR R 402 DL 1 AR
H IR . M2 0 R AR B Ak Ok v R 1
TH 2 58 B REARFIRAE , A7 7] RE & I B4k K 45 1B £
JIE 5 i 55 H At R J] 20 UG o %00 die UL A0 Y
H LY A5 R IR 25 R B0 H R A R AR A R
SR, HE R R N TH A S A O — ARk
Yo Pt AT ) MR BR S ME N &2 4, il TR RE S|
HR PN 5% 55 7™ B I 2 E T BN 0 IR TR 1Y
ZERIE
FAESK, BB NREVEE KRS,
PR TR B v K Z EAL, PANDORZIR LTS
B Z U H B . B NS A AT A
7 R AR A 9 AL AR 5 T B R S0 B R — e it
Ji& o A SR 38 i SRR 25 38 1 J7 sUME X PAND O
K AL BN, A B O R R i — 20 B BT 5T $
fit— 238 5], JFEAFHL AR S 06 K B XTPANDO M
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1 PANDO EERIIGRIFE

Henry TraquairfE19414F F e ik 7 —Ff 5
B7ORMPEEHRER, ZREA W B Lot
29 I 4 91 L R AR B LinbergfMcCormick
T1ose4FE U4t R kM RIHEHE” —in
5, “PANDO” , AT H Al ik S — Fh 5 A
IR Im IR 28 5 AR, HARRIE 2 47 & T40% LU 1 1Y
NBE, Bt b g3t BE AR i 41 200 B 2 B
FE LTI WIS I R A B H A 00 3 AT R R IR
N, TR A B R A H AT Y R A R
HBHZE ol o] R Yl R E AR 32 O A [ A
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PETH AR 55,

2 PANDO H/RIEZ KT

38 A A PAND O f i B 27 AR 5 22 0 B H &
RH ZE TR A 18 PR 95 SR i H LT 4E 4L . Lee-Wing
g 1664 N SR PAND O T 4 52 1H 42 B Wy & R
(dacryocystorhinostomy, DCR)E@%%&??TZOZ
WIHBE TR, 45 K B 65% bR A Wl R 18 Pk R
iE, 20201 AR KM o 5 — T 19864F K K 1Y 3
K[ 9] .7 PAND O L 1155 191 ¢ 1L Ay 0 e 7 ) 3 1H 4
RIS ERAE, TR BEHLUKM,
FF A BUR 0 2R A iR T H R A,
b RS A AR R A B AR, WBER kA, B
B A 58 I T o T B 161 2R A R AE Ao AR SR B
THIR, 18 PESE DN 22, Ik 40 i 3= i Y 0 ik
b, AREHRT BERRSE G, SR LT
€, b BIUHCTE A 240 M B2 o md B ) 3R B
BHEENEERNANTREALN TS, KW
e B R AL R A, 18 4% O A R TP S A T AT
LALLM . S5 IR SR R ik, R
i 152 10 R 2H UK ik 5 35 B YH A8 i I R 3B 2 T
PRISVETH #5210 K

Paulsen: " A 5% T PAND O &4 {H 45 75 HL 1
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BT L TR b =2 —), " (RAE
25 A A AL RR T 26 B 0 b 23 ) M B B (SROAE B4
YEALW B REWE 0 A TRIE L) o R AH S H R
TR R S AR A4 L R R T R o R A R R
121 A1 b 32 IR AN [F) 2 BE 9 o3 Ak b Bz 20 i 2% 2k
BT AT e An a2 . #RER bR Rk XL IS
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R, bR A sRA A AR R, B
ML Aeql, BH 8 e o8 4 P 26 o e 505 O
H B AT DL b R B M A SE 4y, AR PR 3 A
M & AR AR IEARA I L SR . AN
LU &N OV 57 TS R N NN o D L L =2
e 1N O K5 SN ill R N S IS e
FiHE 5 8 HE VAL &, Mauriello%: "%}
371 PAND O [ 55 (1 B 5 Hh A7 9.09% 114 1] ¢ 3 Ky TH
T P2 R AE FNLF e A 2l AR, 409 11495 1) 22 B0 A Jmy
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H#ER, B2HEHE R FEERER,
3 PANDO FJBEHY & iR L&

3.1 BEUSHER

EHAE M O g 0 22 2800 25 55 AT fig S PANDO
BRI A — 8 A G, 3k R ARG R Al 2 AT
AR AU BFSY R BIPAND O K A B i i %
PR 0] P (689%~73%) o M T S IHE MK E | &K
TR L A RN R KM A O, Ramey %]
o A B T 72000 R B B LT )Z 4 (computed
tomography, CT)R=8ds, v e HERHE
EREARBEE KoM, SEREHEM,
504 DL R E WA s m AU Bk, HSHAE K
MEHREBEMIMZZH A5 E L, BAR
HE A R T A R 5 U
AE N 40 E(80M) )7 3k B i b 47 I o A BR B VH A F
PR 14.14 mm; B SR AL N T 2038 5 2 [ 55 9H
BT ORI IE B 829.00 mm, B & 1 5 %
Ao 2 S HE T D A& B2 11.07 mm, 75
— IR A 37 B B e R e B B 1 A
BIALE AR AT B A ) RE e
FARYPERE . T S W (R RS R 0 v S R AT fig
JEPANDO RN AH G I 2 . BAR A 7 H WL 3|
PANDO B W B VHA A, (EAE 7 IR 1) £ s I
i A BLIE ST AR AR AR R ) 2 e
T DL IE WA A5 0 B 0 B 2% 0 . — T 8] %o
WRAIF 5 7 % PR HR 3 R IE e o R 2 1) P B H A A
BMEAREES, IFHHHAZENEEAGES,
X R A % R AT RE S B ZE R A R A TR I Ok
Z ., 10 TH A P ZE B L P B0 A i S E A R R
IR RE R FAaALEEREY K SFE. Bk
U, BRSO M L BRI R R T S
25 5 %P PAND O & i I 52 M iR AEFE AR Z2 1, Ak
T B 2R R RO R S AR T
EATR

3.2 BIEEHRA

T HE S S s R R, A
R E B8 LN (gastroesophageal reflux
disease, GERD)Tfit 5PANDOM EAH K, 1E—
WA T 180HIPANDO B & BT p 'Y, 4 H &
B AU ) R4S (reflux diagnostic questionnaire,
RDQ) /5 &M GERD Y &5 % K 20% (180 &

F36fl), M IE F X 4] GERD [ R H A R
10.6% (18011 34 WA 1961, ELIX i AH S 7 Lo bk
6o Ll LB P E . XT3 22 H K
KRB MLE], MATEE R DUR AT RE . 1) 580
BFER—F, BRI TAESTE B,
S8 B IH4 (nasolacrimal duct, NLD)ZLARAKM . 48
E AR J5 P B ZE . 2) RO SR 0 B 02 s
JEE 3T B S BINLD BB A M, 2 D R BT I Y
NLD A %€, 3) 1 [ T84T 18 6 B TH 45 4l 200 fa AR
P 4) BRI M0 B R AR o 20184 Mehta %)
PRI S — AHEAH I, GERDTEPANDO
B R RO R BTN . R B R UE
HERH ZE R RIRA — MM, EX &R
BLH A B A BF ST UE W . 5578 SCRik[20] 2 I
PR & B A FH Ui 9k it T fiE 5 PAND O 4 2% 9 A
K, ABATTIA A 7K ) G RT RE X N LD A 7 TR AE Y 6
i, WA Rt — 2 RE

3.3 B XREGY

— Iy A 3840 (6271 )PAND O H & I i
WS P AF 5 b Y B B O IR 2 W 4 R
(26/130, 20%) ™ & A= 1H 8 FH ZE /9 N A &8 £ T X
WE2H (24/280, 8.57%; P=0.002), BEA MRS
P G IR 245 9 Y B 5 10 B VH S BH 2 19 XU b 2 3
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B P ZER L B ZE T R U, o5 — T TR
AT Ff 7 YEHR (primary open-angle glaucoma,
POAG) FIPAND O Z [A] A 5P B AfF 58 & B DG IR
AR I B e R R R AR A ) S BUR B
THAE BH ZE A XURS 3G, AELATS 55 22 R R ASE iy S 2 Ao
58 SR W Xk P I R ) SR 2 W 1l I R
THOCIR 259 5 PAND O & ik 2 ] 7] BE A 3K &R 2 R
BT v B AR S DG TE I EE T

3.4 ZHHIEEHE

H FPANDOE LM ENIEZ, JLHE W
TRBZ LM, TUSEEMCHHREZLN
HwH . ZolliflShannon ™ X 11914 DCRF AR
PANDO B H AT, KM43%m B E o LA F
B IR B IR B B s R R O A B
AR A 18 0 2 380 R 1T 16 3B TH A B A T4
B F RO RE RO KA K%, PANDOIN AR
KL T E=AHEE R RS, 55—t 5E il
TN, KashkouliZE P HF 9 h 34 5k & 90526



924

MRF}2£4R, 2021,36(11) ykxb.amegroups.com

PAND O 8 4 5 1F 5 % BE 2 7 HR 0 Akt i A% L il
ORIRL R ZR . AR L M T R R S R A
PR 3R KT (B o S 96 28 7K1 ) 4 I R AR G i
RN EMESR

Gupta® P NTH A b Je b A7 S s 4 Uk 2 e
0, R IME R R B S A B, R 5 OF
RE BN BE W MK, AL 6 2 ik
S R TH B R A BEAT T 5E, Fl e 20 28Uk 2k
PRiC PA R R o MEBLRB. ARG . 2. 22
i =% . fEFLR A KD ER (somatostatins,
SSTR)1~SZARTEIHIE W AFTE R A A1 &L, 4551 3R
W J R ME T R o BEVECR BRI - R SRk e A, (H
A B AN]SR R 2 ) ) 3 08 B ) R T 4 8
Ja L PETHIE bR IR IR, T SSTR2HISSTR4AY
TERR DA M ERTRE; 7R T
il A 7L AR L T A 2 R T R AR b & b
#ih. PANDOBEMMEA RN : IR 1K
G SO FHAYESN A R 1Y 2 R Rk i i 3
T R e e S RS ) IR
TRV G g2 I 15 RN ARAE B SE ], B T 3R
B—, SIEWBEML, B LR REKER
%, AT Re M R S GER B8 ¢ 25 13X SE R i AR 4 A
PURAER . 8 2, THIE 4 BE A = R Rk >
T BE 5 T B A AR D RE B AT . 100 A T 0 A IR K
Jibo 55 =, MEFLER B FRIEE A TIH R LS HE W
FEET W, 4a 28 o A 3L 2 nY ek 2 50 2 2K W] RE 5 3L
JURAA Ty B B A5 R G 25 R YT DI RE A A e, RE Xk
W BH A S Ty A SR R 2E o i A A TR
AR IR0 S — R R D R B R IAS
# H (prolactin-inducible protein, PIP)Mm &Kk,
P& 7R AR TH I8 5 B AR D) RE b T g R EE AR
PIPJE — S5 FREEZ IREE , REWMEFL R FIMEM R Bl
Fik, BRES ZRANESE A, 0H 40w aY K,
BILRE S CD44IE . sk E H Gl fFa- 205 A
E"Jﬂéﬁfﬂ%ﬂ‘fﬁ(ﬁagment crystallizable, FC)%B%??:?
G, HAEFEE A 2rh () 5 2 B 4 s LA 2 It
EFRAME T . THIE S R G A AR K Zh R 1
PIP AJ RETE — 2 72 BE b P47 TH 18 A 527 HR 35k 3 T 48 1
PFRFE BT, WA R R EB e SN o PIPA A
TP ERSLATRE SMEFL R A L, Il R IHIE 5
IR AR AT o 3X 2L 7] {8 S o K ffi 78 F ) 32
FEHREEALN R E RN KSE . A, BEEHE
9E, ) W BLPAND O i PR 6 21 .

DL R 4 s 4 B 5UR AR KT 1Y 22 Ak

L HEXE TR e 7 0 B 5 e T BE S PAND O B9 40 A1
WHUIR R, (HRTHIE A A #8475 R 32 1y
e AP ZE S, A 2R A5 P A 1 18 BH 26 3
K T RHEMARH/NE , AR k2 AT
Jay Vi A0 ML rP EL AR 2 5 A 4 3 S 4 ) AR 2
TR BIRR

3.5 FEES L

PANDO G\ 234t & A vE s g MEH &, TiHIE
S5 IR RN G R, oA R VAR B O A
Vet , PRk 2R fEPAND O Y & A i 7 v
P T A4 e HR R L al 25 R A% 19 9 BB 7
EHAE BLIE &6 Z i F A0 WL, EdRaE Y, i
P 5 S AR R 3k WP B R 5 B TH A BHLZE Y R A
MM (O B M OR=3.59, 95%CI: 3.28~3.94;
OR=1.51, 95%CI: 1.33~1.71),

Kashkouli% 5 H 38 175 12 70 8 40 7 925 05 75
N FL Sk 98 9 B AT e e L8k 22T, R R
AT IEHE X 3 H 5 PANDO R A X 7 — T
N2 T I A B i TR Y PANDO RS T &
T FE A FIH 8 6 R bR A rh gE T R B e, Hoio
11(20.8%) S S T & B REAR G 2 229E (3441
AR EEHKUL(245]) . WEE A M R (261) o
RIFEEOCA3 (1) . AR EENLG3 (1)) IR o B
(1) o 7 TH 2 2 J1 1 F R FRAS s ) 21 4451 (8.3% )
Joa B 3L A, B HE IR I A M BE (21 . R
BEHKUL(LH]) FIRRIE 25 (1) o 76 W E A M 7
BECPE 7 1T, 2 K RN H 2 5 A BE AR 22 IR B
Thee RN —3, EEIA, FHIERE W
WP W2 S 5 B o 5 R 2 5 | A 2 22T A AL AR AT
BRI T e RN I 2 —

— AL s ey e M TH B R B K AR AR I IF
FE U B4 HE O AT R B B O L, R
T JE AU N R AT o AN, Mitra %5 BOURE
FE A0 1 TH 2 R BB R IR A L IR M o
PR Z T 22 QB Mo B AR sl R S o B bk, Hh 4
B 00 8] A PR R UL, R R A MR R R
i HH 4 P MK 4 75 (04 25 BR B (methicillin-resistant
Staphylococcus aureus, MRSA)TE X 643 B3 ik v &
AT, 1T LLIR B B A Eshraghi%[mﬁfO{ﬁﬂ
SV TH 8 52 A4 0 ) 1% 1 TH 48 4 10 BB REAR AT 40
IR RIS 2% A A A 22 IR, R
B 18% M PEHRE R L 8L T 4 = [RBATE A -

To A0 0 R B, E AT I B A B E R
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FARE Y Y 5 PAND O 2 ] HLAT B 422 11 P 2R 56
R, R N ol AR W A S T BOR R W I
i THE ARG8T 0 A ) ol S R RCRE 1) 20 A 19 O
It — 2L B WIPAND O /5 1E W A Z 8] i A= W
RIS

3.6 BEMEREATFHEN

I3 — A B O T Y PR ER R T VAN TH TE R
AN T B AL, RS A AR NS PR R AE SN —
P Bt B 2L 2 58 TN A R 1 R S R0 Y Bl
Lee % B B VH 45 BH 2 14 58 4% A i (3 40 A 3
(interleukin)-2 . IL-6, IL-10. IM4 M KA KHF
(vascular endothelial growth factor, VEGF)FI 4T
2 210 i A= 4 AL (fibroblast growth factor, FGF)-2
W m TR IR . RS FE DT BIE . fTDCRA
HW R 2B R e+ (IL-18, IL-2, IL-6,
VEGEMEGE-2) & TXfIdl, [H7EBCH HE 4
Je R [ S BRAH K o 5 TR EE R R4 A IR AR
W, &k B FHHWBE A E KK (transforming
growth factor, TGF)—QZ*I]FGF—Zﬂ(EIZ?&%o TEAli
BRI R, UCHE TH VRG22 I S 52 I
B, PEAG TR AR 3S R S RAE L A AR R 1
WEAXKWHE T, 458528 546 B AL,
PAND O A& 95 R IR 10 b 1o f2 58 20 i Y 1~ &
F LW, BG4 )8 & H 9 (metalloproteinase,
MMP-9) . MM % HEL, IL-6. HF40iEE KK
¥ (hepatocyte growth factor, HGF), VEGE-AAI
VEGE-R2 ., L/ N Rz 40 i 285 B 4 1 (platelet-
endothelial cell adhesion molecule, PECAM-1), C
fi@%lﬁ(c—reactive protein, CRP) ., JE PSR LN
2 (chemokine ligand, CCL2)FIfL/IN AT A A 4K
+-AA(platelet-derived growth factor, PDGF-AA).
5 AR SO 0 B L, 34T 58 40 i I T 7EPAND O
AR IR R LA, B A R A R VR O T
¥ (granulocyte-colony stimulating factor, G-CSF).
L P45 A 8 14 (retinol binding protein, RBP4)
M4 e E A2 HI -1 (tissue inhibitor of
metalloproteinases, TIMP-1)., EB R ER 1 ) R
AR 32 3 B A BRIR Z [ VA 3 2 5 BT
LR Y B O, 3 AT 2R PAND O & i AL il
T R WA AR AR T RE L M AR 1A
TR L 0L R R S R AR

JRA W 58 3 W H W b RAE TR 7 B ks R
b HIR 3 35 5 AR 300 5 A G, 91 a1 IR B 1 Al

THREREAS 4 i A 6] 9 52 38 3 AR RE ik A
H B 20 DA T 2 Rt A AR [ BT
fEan sk, 40 N B e AR 47 2 TR B O B N
B2 —, MR EEERBO T EAHER NS
PANDOB AN T2 57, J FHCHENE
53 %ok B W i A R R P R 4y TR e
B

4 5%

PAND O J2& — i BRI AS BH (%) YH T8 B ZE PR 90
JUAE H T Y T3 B T TR AT e K 43 B Y
PR TE BN L0 BTN | SN % K29 N i REA L 7 R W N
A2 AR R R HLE, 54k 200 Y G 5 i B Xt
TFPANDOW AR & B A Ty EE N E L. WIfF
TE AR 1411 PR B 5 Atk AF 5 v B8 B Jin B = R A Ml
R IHEBHZEM IR N, RiRYTFPAND OF T
F14) JEL S R TR 4

FF IR EN = B

ASCIE A F AR ILZF AT PRI (Creative
Commons), FRVFH = H P HIEE 2 (BY)-AE R
PRSI (NC)-25 1E 7 28 (ND) (CC BY-NC-ND) fi¥ /7 5
rr R VRS =7 WA TR SR SO AT A
RAT . JEYE . R e R B £ B R 45 6]
VAVAN = R EREo e Bon L lAYIIEe SR (S AN
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