EfRRRNAE 20018 E£ENsE £1H www. 1JO. cn
E31%.029-82245172 83085628 EE{=F5:1J0.2000@ 163. com

- IERBFSE -

IR 1T LASIK FEAR 824 5437

EYNTS

m,Rk R RAE BFHE O I

YEHZ PN, (710054 ) H [ B PG48 V&2l , 2Bk P 45 6 A I B

WIRAEF . 224 B, lijinkew]@ 163. com
W ks H19.2010-11-22 &8 A 7 :2010-11-25

Analysis of 824 myopia cases not suitable
for LASIK

Jin-Ke Li,Li Jia, Chao Zhang, Sheng-Jian Mi, Yu-Hui
Duan,Sheng Zhou

Department of Ophthalmology, Shaanxi Provincial Corps Hospital of
Chinese People’s Armed Police Forces, Xi'an 710054, Shaanxi
Province, China

Correspondence to: Jin-Ke Li. Department of Ophthalmology,
Shaanxi Provincial Corps Hospital of Chinese People’s Armed Police
Xi’an 710054, China. lijinkew; @

Forces, Shaanxi Province,

163. com

Received: 2010-11-22 Accepted; 2010-11-25

Abstract

e AIM. To identify the reasons for myopia patients not
suitable for laser in situ keratomileusis ( LASIK) after
preoperative assessment.

¢ METHODS:. Two thousand eight hundred ninety-one
myopia patients were examined. 824 cases of them did
not undergo LASIK, the reasons were analyzed

e RESULTS: A total of 297 patients (36. 0% ) were
insufficient of the corneal thickness ;194 patients (23.5%)
had some apprehension about the surgery ; 96 patients
(11.6% ) had a larger pupil ; 50 patients (6.1% ) had a
larger height of the corneal anterior and posterior surface;
the corneal curvature of 46 patients (5.6% ) was higher;43
patients (5.2% ) had no ideal best-corrected visual acuity;
31 patients (3.8% ) had the fundus disease , 31 patients
(3.8%) had dry eye and 36 patients (4.4% ) had the other
reasons.

e CONCLUSION: LASIK is an alternative surgery. We
must perform preoperative assessment carefully, evaluate
the test results comprehensively and scientifically,
enhance communication between doctors and patients and
strictly master surgical indications and contraindications.
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