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Abstract
e AIM. To different
phacoemulsification incision for tear film stability in

investigate the effects of
cataract patients.

¢ METHODS: From January 2014 to September 2015, 108
patients (144 eyes) who underwent cataract surgery were
divided into two groups: group A with clear corneal
incision (52 cases with 74 eyes), group B with scleral
tunnel incision (56 cases with 70 eye). Two groups of
patients were taken the same incision width. Symptoms
of dry eye and tear film break - up time (BUT) were

observed 1d before and 1d, 1, 3wk, 1 and 3mo
postoperatively.
. RESULTS. After performing cataract

phacoemulsification 1d, 1wk, symptoms score of dry eye
of group A was less than that of group B, the difference
was statistically significant (t=-6.199, -2.871, P<0.01),
while at other times after operation there were no
significant differences (t=-1.639, -0.829, -0.301, P>
0.05); at postoperative 1d, 1 and 3wk, BUT of group B
was better than those of group A, there were a
statistically significant differences (t=-3.718, -2.342,
-2.506, P<0.05), there were no significant differences at
other the time after operation (t=-0.882,1.225, P>0.05).
¢ CONCLUSION: The difference on effect of two different
incision on the tear film stability only last a short time,
which disappeared at 1mo after operation. The clear

corneal incision has stronger impacts on tear film stability
than scleral tunnel incision, while with a lower score on
symptoms of dry eye.
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®1 WAEEFATETRERTSERL (X£s,51)
2053 AR %k AR 1d RJF 1d ARG Twk A7 3wk ARJ5 1mo RJ5 3mo
A4 74 0.4320.49  1.2120.70 0.96+0.71 0.85+0.64 0.61x0.58  0.39:x0.50
B4l 70 0.46+0.50 2.560.96 1.46+0.64 1.14+0.62 0.73+0.54 0.44£0.53
¢ -0.251 -6.199 -2.871 -1.639 -0.829 -0.301
P >0.05 <0.01 <0.05 >0.05 >0. 05 >0.05
A HATEWMAEYIO B A ATIUERE Y O,
F2 WHEBEEFAREBUT b (X%Ss)
2059 AR %L RHET 1d ARJ5 1d RJG 1wk RJg 3wk ARJ5 1mo RJG 3mo
A4 74 7.52+0.97  3.32+0.65 4.09+0.90 5.78+0.76 6.54x0.76 8.23x0.67
B 70 7.28+0.89  4.060.63 4.12+0.87 6.36+0.67 6.98+0.75 7.95£0.72
t 0.885 -3.718 -2.342 -2.506 -0.882 1.225
P >0. 05 <0.01 <0.05 <0.01 >0. 05 >0.05

A HATERMEYIO B A AT EDI A,

G0 A 5T Bl ML e B Be 4T #E 7 FLIL TR B
108 4] 144 0 3@ iR AR FAR Y 0 (GEH A B 0 IR
R S D) 1) W] 8 2 TH SRR e Mk s i), DL DT R -4
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