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Abstract

e As the visual quality requirements of the cataract
surgery increase, the application of multifocal intraocular
lens has been a hot research subject recently. So far, the
multifocal intraocular lens has been divided into
refractive  multifocal intraocular lens, diffractive
multifocal intraocular lens and hybrid multifocal
intraocular lens. This article summarizes the progress of
clinical application of three types of multifocal intraocular
lens and their design principles.

e KEYWORDS.: cataract extraction; intraocular lens;
monofocal; multifocal

Tang JC, Cai JP, Zhang Y. Clinical application of three types of
multifocal intraocular lens. Guoji Yanke Zazhi(Int Eye Sci) 2012
12(6) :1085-1087

mE

W& AATTXEE PN R A IS P08 o R B 3 i, 2 fE RN
AR BT O S AE R I WFFE R . T2 £ A
L PR AR F2 2800 Dy 3 568 7R 43 S5 R R AT S A i 5 2R
398 AU =R 2 AR RN T R IR i B0 S B
FLle R T BAR S/ E — 2508

FEIR : EHNRRER A s N LRI S i 2R
DOI:10.3969/j. issn. 1672-5123.2012. 06. 22

(RS R O S A 2. Y WNEN. LN 9 &8 )7 SR
e BRI 45 35 2012512(6) :1085-1087

05lF

AR, F N BE TR O Hy Bl 5 B T R B A8 g s oK
SEFALTE BT DT AR . P R T AR T 4
RN EASSFE R W, ARG A BRI IR 555,
A2 5N T SR A (sonofocal intraocular lens, SIOL) & 4K fE
PR R ATy B i Tk Z SR ), RS R R AR
MR 5 0 A AN [] A B ) oK, DT 25 A 3% A AR
KEZAE, A NTEH AR F A, B3R 1
i H o — B A LT Y STOL, — R A A Yy STOL™
SR EH 330 b Jy ks 0000 PR e A B IR AL ke = 37 AUk, O
IR FTA B FRRENSE I L™ . 248 T ek ik
(multifocal intraocular lens, MIOL) iz {38, oy T FHph 45
A A5 #, BE AT DARLZE , SORT ARG, B B AR T
WFE B E ARG S ARk, [ A MIOL (1 i 1 2
IR o A SCIUR BT R B 3 28 M R S A Y
e A o FH BLAR S5 E— £ .
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223K 3.0D DA _F B 000 i B BT R AT e R P ], R
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TS AR ST SR A 2
1TAFHBESESANTRRE iR 2 E SN LRR
1 (refractive multifocal intraocular lens, RMIOL) {4514 M
BT G2 R TR 1 2 ~ 5 AN AN [F B O
27 DA B, J5 2T Sy D BRI, D6 T YA [6] X I8 AN
() (%) Jet D' AR B4 S D, (e 2 2 4 i S TR
pea O NS EpIERIBI £k YR N P s YWt b WA R S N N 1 i
BEReE . AR M A S5 E AMO 28 1) 1) Array R 41 |
ReZoom 7 51, 9% [ Rayner /4 7 £ 1 1) M-flex % 51 .
M-flexT Z 71 Fk[E TOLTECH 22 H] (1 MF4 A T Sk
12 THBSESATRERE A2 A S A LAk
i ( diffractive multifocal intraocular lens , DMIOL) [ 45 ¥4 M
BT AR Huygens-Fresnel f7 5 I BRI, 567 il
FM A OGH BRI, 5 R EHESA 20 ~ 30 A [R].Co [5 1 5 Y
IR, FREFEZ 2 0. 06 ~ 0. 25mm , X S35 IR B AT AF
STRE DT A HE AR Y62 [ B 2 A Be & 3 BE AR 45
BN A AR, B B 3 A A B D O KU
I RA LY 1) B B IR R R B 00 K/ i o AR i
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£ 5 TR (hybrid multifocal intraocular, lens) fit) 2%
oy Re Bt Js B - [ f A ] Huygens—Fresnel £i7 5 J5UB A7
S ARG 88 [ S AT S B, FE 3 ok A 4
® . RFEHEAE £ E Alcon 24 F] 1) ReSTOR SA60D3 %l
F11Q ReSTOR F I A Ttk 4, Hirp 1Q ReSTOR R %15
23R FHAE Bk i 5231, SN6AD1 %4 [ Jiit +3. 00D, SN6AD3
TR fin+4. 00D

2 Il R Bz F

2.1 £ MW R FELEE

21 1EMA KM RBI LRI 0 3 A2y
MIOL JGig 7E AR HR A1 77 (uncorrected distance visual acuity,
UCDVA) BB IEEH J7 (best corrected distance visual
acuity, BCDVA) 55 SIOL fH A % JCHH B 22 5, R —FE R
%, Bautista 25X} 137 ] #3250 HRAE A Tecnis [% 5 1)
— TG T B PR 5T R, E 45 UCDVA, BCDVA 43 31| &
0.144+0.101 F10.09+0. 03 logMAR,77.6% #1198.4% HR
IKF] 20730, 45 B AT I S A MIOL o 45 A [ Y
R 73R, 4 Fh 2 4 (1) MIOL [] UCDVA F1 BCDVA JGH
B2 T Maxwell 2 BF5E B, ReSTOR +3D/
+4D RPN MIOL 2z 6] £ UCDVA #1 BCDVA Ftifg
AHIF Y R AP R

2.1.2E# A MIOL #HX} T SIOL, i T HAFK 51T,
BESRAE AR L 7 o KRR I 1k 3 A A
f) MIOL JGi #HR 3T # /7 (uncorrected near visual acuity,
UCNVA) D) Fa 8 1% 15 193 1 /7 (distance corrected
near visual acuity, DCNVA) F B B4t F SIOL 5 A& . R
AP A [/ 1Y MIOL 7E 3 41 1 R 8L E, WA A [ 4598 .
Hiitz %" %} ReSTOR, Tecnis, Array 4 3 Fh MIOL A J5 ()
AT (UCNVA, DCNVA) #E47 LA, & AR5 B 45
T, Tecnis HJ3T A1 S14ETF ReSTOR FI Array, 1l ReSTOR 5
Array 2[RI 22 535 (EURTE 5 BRI B 28 /1 T, Tecnis JiT
M1 F ResTOR, Tfij ReSTOR ff; F Array, 1 Z= 41
2 R TR 2R 25 4R ReSTOR+4D [ 25¢m 1 28cm
LI T Tecnis, Renieri %% 43 i 18 I A A
ReSTOR Fl Array WL 1455 187 ReSTOR i1 A (IR
AR T3 PG AL TE R IR AL ) W A T Array A A S
A B RRR BE B B e MIOL 3 B i iy i 1. b
Array RMIOL,, AR 45 F- 187 9 35 B i 24 2 2. 30D, Bt in B2 %
P AT FL 53 e 22 30 A5 S i D e s A AT, 32 180 A 0 I 1K,
EYNEE AR A U —EBE LkEir M.
ReSTOR SN6AD3 % Tecnis MT 3t Bft i g 06 51 S +4D, #H
MFIRGKCOE A +3. 2D, B AL $& S T o AT 5T
AR 3G i R A T g PR AT S T 2 41 % WOR B i,
TSR R 29 37% R F I, IRl i) A7 [ L BLAR 1
SN, AT A P A B L DR 3T I AR /) 3 5 7R DA
B8 N DX LS 1) L B AR AN SR 2 i e G R ) o
2. 1.3 EEEMA IR Bk Bz BT O
T, MIOL 7 it J7 1 1 26 B0 & 4 - SIoL! ™ 1=
Chiam %' g B 55 8 /% ReZoom K9 H Hi B3 ¥ /1 F
ReSTOR+4D, 1A\ >k RMIOL % o [a] 5 25 41 74 F DMIOL,
RIIT 75 SAAON A 17 % 1A' 6E A H Ta] B 5, 1 77 455 754 00
HEIE BG W FE ao Fr DAIT S B B A ) R v itE
BUAE, I SEREES S YR H E RS, IR
KA BT R ReSTOR+3D 7 v [H] i 25 (40 ~
T0em) A H B0 25T B A, #R IR RN 5 1 2 B 5 6 IE A
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ST A J1 #E 25,30, 33em Al H[E] AL S 40,50, 60,
70em Ab%i 312 B % b SIOL 5 S 4 199 11 6 90, A He
Alfonso 25 {3538 ReSTOR+4D B A ZR 7E I B [
B 2 1 N BEAS ], ReSTOR +3D 76 H I 55 I R B 4.
FHLT A g R R R 45 AR Tecnis (Y SOcm H i) i
B /71 F ReSTOR +4D, Cillino 25" [y 4% b i 7%,
DMIOL REH& A 5 411 v [ BE 240 7 o

2.1.4 FHERD I 3 A% MIOL Joig 7 e 5240 1y
2 ) 5 W] A T SIOL A A%, Hiitz 21 )t
T #HE A Tecnis, Array,, ReSTOR +4D ¥ 8 & 7F 40,60,
80cm FERGHAEE (6cd/m®) (HHFREE (100cd/m®) T A Bl i3
S W4 R B R, Tecnis [ [58] {32 38 & B @ e T oAt P
4. Hiitz 25" 78 J5 S B 0F 5T o PR S Tecnis 5 Hifth
MIOL AH bt , ZE 1% 6T = (B 08 7 Fn el 52 3 B LA 2 WA AR
WIZES . A R LR WG Tecnis (145
AR ) 52 2 AR AL T ReSTOR+4D (2=-2.579,P =
0.009;z=-5.244 ,P=0.000) .

2.2 3L E B2 SCHERHIE MIOL iy X bb 8k 5
(contrast sensitivity, CS) fIk F SIOL™" | % & ix J& FH N
MIOL i FH6k vl i/ B = AN R AL, i T2 A8, 0
PR TE 5 2 A 5245, AT RAATG A P B R A6 EE S, 32 3
CS 1E 5 25 A B T o Montés-Mico 25 Xt 37 5 117 SR
A7 MIOL () fifF 58 /R FE G R BE T CS A XF SIOL 4 fiT
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Array Z £ 55 TOL 835 1Y CS #4798 S0 M 5 & B8, R G
3mo (1) CS B AL T338 IOL 26, {H 6mo M B K 1 bl 15
L CS A H ok, S5 3 IR TG B 22 5% o 1 Hayashi
a0 55 30 (A XLAR A A ReSTOR +3D 3mo 14 2 % 5 SIOL
XFEE, —4IE Y CS ol %25 5% . Carlose %5 L AR & 3mo
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F SAGOAT (P<0. 001 ), {5 I A% I B 79 2 6 55 -5 2
S, 70 H. ReSTOR 41 CS i i 1] 14 % K A5 S 35 P4 w5 ™
X[ REE MIOL A3 N 75 22 3mo T B H KA 56,
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SHEHEERE
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LB AN & T, 23 T B B 5 MR IR AR UK
SR TOL, B 2 A AT 3 5 20N SRR ] i, H T B
ASER , T HAA VLB PR A s A T et (i H
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