Int Eye Sci, Vol.16, No.6, Jun. 2016 http . //ies. ijo. cn
Tel :029-82245172 82210956 Email . 1JO. 2000 @163. com

- IR -

KEHREHERASRE ELENEERGFEREREE

EFETEIEL

R IR MR

YEZ AL . (610031 ) H [ WY 1|48 AR T 58 = N RE Be R 2 3
e

YEZ RN R, T, IR EEIW 5T 7 ) AT AR,

WIRAER M5 B EATE R, K2 AR 24, 0P ) 8
JEANEL. yefl666@ 163. com

Wk 9. 2016-01-04 &[0 H 1 2016-05-16

Comparative study on conjoint fascial
sheath suspension and levator muscle
resection for moderate or severe
congenital ptosis

Wei Lin, Yang Xu, Fei-Lun Ye

Department of Medical Cosmetology, the Third Pelple’s Hospital of
Chengdu, Chengdu 610031, Sichuan Province, China
Correspondence to: Fei — Lun Ye. Department of Medical
Cosmetology, the Third Pelple’s Hospital of Chengdu, Chengdu
610031, Sichuan Province, China. yefl666@ 163. com

Received :2016-01-04 Accepted :2016-05-16

Abstract

¢ AIM. To compare the curative effect of conjoint fascial
sheath( CSF) suspension and levator muscle resection for
moderate or severe congenital ptosis.

e METHODS: Forty - three patients (74 eyes) with
moderate or severe ptosis were treated by CSF
suspension or levator muscle resection randomly, and
followed up for 6mo. The normalization rates of the two
operations were then compared by statistical method, and
the complications of the two operations were analyzed.

« RESULTS: The two operations appeared no significant
difference on the normalization rate for moderate
congenital ptosis ( P>0.05), while the normalization rate
of CSF suspension on severe congenital ptosis was
significantly higher than that of levator muscle resection
(P<0.05). Less complication was happened in the CSF
suspension group than in the levator muscle resection
group.

¢ CONCLUSION . CSF suspension is more effective on the
treatment of severe congenital ptosis than levator muscle
resection, and has advantages such as less trauma,
repeatable, and less complication.
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