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Abstract

e The traditional appraisal method of visual function
cannot fully reflect the glaucoma’s impact on the patients,
quality of life(QOL) as a wider view of the new mode of
health and medical model appraisal method has already
been used to evaluate glaucoma. This article reviews the
basic concepts and ophthalmological application of QOL,
especially in the research advancement and perspective of
the operation for glaucoma.
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