Int J Ophthalmol, Vol.11, No.6, Jun. 2011  www. IJO. cn
Tel.029-82245172 83085628 Email . 1JO. 2000 @163. com

175 HiEEfRE S RdiEiE

AE SR, A RSB, F T, v R A

l':P 15'5

- IR Y -

friBiE PR ZE T 3T LL 3%

YR AL . (530000 ) H PR FIE X R 7T, )P A S 2 B
e it R 5 e R

Ve R B8 SOk, 5 IR BHE L,
P Y7

WIRVEE : BE U, billwoods88 @ yahoo. com. cn
Wk Hi.2011-03-10 &[] H19.2011-04-21

R AR BRI, W58 5 1) - PR 1A

Comparison of antegrade Ilacrimal
intubation and simple lacrimal irrigation in
treament for obstruction of lacrimal ducts
Li-Jiao Wei, Hui-

Yi-Bin Xiong, Hui-Juan Du,

Xiang Ye

Department of Ophthalmology, Ruikang Hospital of Guangxi
Traditional Chinese Medical University, Nanning 530000, Guangxi
Zhuang Autonomous Region, China

Correspondence to: Yi-Bin Xiong. Department of Ophthalmology,
Medical
University, Nanning 530000, Guangxi Zhuang Autonomous Region,
China. billwoods88 @ yahoo. com. cn

Received :2011-03-10 Accepted :2011-04-21

Ruikang Hospital of Guangxi Traditional Chinese

Abstract

¢ AIM: To explore the means of therapy for obstruction of
lacrimal ducts through comparison of antegrade lacrimal
intubation and simple lacrimal irrigation.

e METHODS. Totally 140 eyes ( 140 patients) with
obstruction of lacrimal ducts were divided into
observation group and control group randomly. 75 eyes in
observation group received antegrade lacrimal intubation
and those in control group received simple lacrimal
irrigation. They were followed up for 6 months to 1 years
postoperatively.

e RESULTS: Sixty-five eyes were cured in observation
group, the cure rate was 86.7% , and one eye recurred; 45
eyes were cured in control group, the cure rate was
69.2% , and 2 eyes recurred. There was significant effect
between two groups about cure rate and recurrence rate.
e CONCLUSION: Antegrade lacrimal intubation has the
advantages of simplicity of operation, easy operating,
convenient service, economic practicality and etc. It is
easy to apply and operate in basic hospital.
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