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Abstract

¢ AIM: To compare the postoperative visual outcomes of
VisuMax small incision lenticule extraction ( SMILE) and
femtosecond laser assisted LASIK ( FEMTO LASIK) for
myopia.

e METHODS: Eighty - tree eyes (42 patients) underwent
VisuMax SMILE and 94 eyes (47 patients) received
FEMTO LASIK to correct myopia were comprised. The
safety, efficacy, predictability, stability and adverse
events were assessed preoperatively and 1d, 1 week, 1
month, 3 months postoperatively.

¢ RESULTS: At 3 months, the mean safety index was 1.10x
0.16 in the SMILE group and 1.09+0. 16 in the FEMTO
LASIK group; the mean efficacy index was respectively
1.10£0.16 and 1.08+£0.12; Spherical equivalent (SE) was
respectively 0.11+£0.23D and 0.08x0. 25D within +1.00D of
the targeted SE correction in 82 eyes (98. 8% ) of the
SMILE group and 91 eyes (96.8% ) of the FEMTO LASIK
group and SE within £0.50D in 73 eyes (88.0% ) of the
SMILE group and 78 eyes (83.0% ) of the FEMTO LASIK
group. There were no significant complications in both
groups.

e CONCLUSION: SMILE and FEMTO LASIK have equal
safety, efficacy, predictabilityand stability in the treatment
of myopia.
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(96.8% ) ;+0.50D i [El P4 # P 24 53 51 4 73 HE (88. 0% )
78 HR(83.0% ), RJF 3mo M2 BREE /M 0. 11 +
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LD SMILE 41 FEMTO LASIK 21 t P

AR %k 83 94

FE () 25.89+6. 65 23.27+5.25 5.226 0.244
DS(D) -4.60+1.33 ~5.9242.25 0.583 0.561
DC(D) -0.620.55 -0.69=0. 64 0.566 0.573
BCVA 0.95+0. 11 0.96+0. 07 -1.155 0.251
CCT(wm) 542.28+22.66  536.82+23.94 1.210 0.229
Mean K(D) 42.9411.69 43.30+1.07 -1.342 0.182
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of spherical power,DS)—1.75 ~ -8.25(F1-4.60+1.33)D, #
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JBEAR Dl LU AR A ST REAS ¢ RG34 1R LA H K88, P<
0.05 AEFALGIEE L,
2R
2.1 %42 7ET RS 3mo I SMILE 2H Y42 4 PE 5 %L
(AR5 BCVA/ARHI BCVA) 4 1.10+0. 16, FEMTO LASIK 24
1 VEFR RO 1.09£0. 16, 3 2 JT 7y 9 41055 0 R I
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*2 FAFIEBCVAKIEL MR(%)
S| R 14T A w1ty w2 At
SMILE 41 0 31(37.3)  48(57.8) 4(4.8) 83
FEMTO LASIK 4 1(1.1) 49(52.1) 37(39.4) 7(7.4) 94
&t 1 80 85 11 177
%3 FARIFUCVA 5B BCVA ML R(%)
IyeH TH21T FRHE14T R e i wE2ar &it
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1.06+0. 13,2 22 R TG4 L (¥’ =5.084,P=0.279 g 400
>0.05) . % w00l
2. 3FHMME  AJG 3mo M AYAFERBR B SE 7E SMILE 21 =
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91 HR (96. 8% ); SMILE 2 1 R (1.2% ) i %7 +1. 25D,
FEMTO LASIK 4047 3 HR (3.2% ) 1% 1.25 ~1.50D, ™
B ER LG22 L (¥’ =0.788,P=0.375>0.05) ,
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PRI FH o 2L B S ELAT R e o 2 2 4P e i
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