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Abstract

e Accompanying with the development of technological
level, optical coherence tomography plays a more and
more important role in predicting the surgical outcome
for idiopathic macular hole. Preoperative morphologic
parameters like minimum diameter, base diameter,
maximum height, macular hole index, hole form factor,
tractional hole index, macular hole closure index,
photoreceptor inner-outer segment junction, cone outer
segment tips line, central subfield retinal thickness and
macular hole inner opening diameter were proved
correlated to postoperative visual acuity and anatomical
results. It has important application value to know these
predictors to judge the surgical outcome and deepen
understanding of idiopathic macular hole.
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BEAE F2 AR KPS W 4 &, D6 2% A T I8 2 43 4 (optical
coherence tomography , OCT) X4 %& 4 2% Bt 24 fL (idiopathic
macular hole , IMH ) R J& SR W VEAG 7 35 HOK R 210
B, ARG R LR/ D AR AL R R AR
AL R B B B AL AR Bk 2 LR U - AL AR r
TR B RLAL A5 5 B DG RSZ A AT i 4 e M)
P20 A0 SR 2k | 7 DXL I 8 JEE D R i i 24
L O BERFIEEFSECG ARG 2L S 2 AL
BUAFAE— A DG o AR Fh 500N 45 AR B H M (A
BT TR B0 AR S5 18 04T HIWr A B T i
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HEBE LR TG A TE B BE XA A0 I B 28 1 B )2 Bl
o, AR AS R DR ) 3 kg D e M A Ak etk Herp el R P
BEREZAAL I B B R v] A, BRSO A R T B AL
(idiopathic macular hole, IMH) , H BiAh IMH 535 5
S [T T I A B WAL 7 A DR T 1) B AR AT O TR A
Py FE 2 Muller 4HIFL 1T 28 N SIS 78 B BE o0 116
TR A3 B BT 805 i — 20 AT 4 53 < RS AR WAL 5 T L
WA 0, 35 358 U 1 o 240 R A, B B AR 1 Jot P 3%

T A MBS L IMH 2 0L F AR bk, B B
WL A A I 38 HC T AR 540 282 LA AR RE 3R 5%0

FeA o IR R R 2 80% , IMH AT S E0 PO
AN LR R AR AR TE U ROR 25, T AR B H R
A AR AR T A

ez A0+ Wi JZ 1 $5 (optical coherence tomography ,
OCT) /& H R TE AR W58 IMH. S50 1) 7 1%, 3 Aok Bl
P55 B 5 R AU OCT (il 1) 3 B TG Spum) 1Y)
TZ I, BB AL AT SR B S | 2 i M e 0 o 45 11
S 15 LLSE B, 28U B0 A ) 2 e E IR A B AL AL
2013 4F [H Br VMT #F 3% /N 44 ( The International
Vitreomacular Traction Study Group, IVTS) % F OCT K14
FHOEXT IMH (973351 58T, T 5800 7% 08 T 30 R i
DREPIAL A A S, S A 0 TR 32 | Tb’iﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁf?ﬁ
S5 LT A s T S I R ALs YT AR AR
OCT EURH T E A Wl IMH TR 75 4 (8 7 2 = S 5
Xof i Tl R AR E 2 S AR SO IR — £33k
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2002 4F Ip 4 9 R R AR BT OCT i AH 5 S (1
KFR, I A G 2L 52 A R R R N3
FLAK S B AR TE 400um DL F & B @A RO B B i T
400pm DA B35, E NSNS A iRl R AL/ N AR (K
S EMG PR 2 b R B R AR R A ) RN AL RIS B
TR (PR B (2, 28 b R J2 T 445 1) 8 B 24 L B AR e K
) 5F AR5 & BE 2L A& RO A el o 250,
AL/ NELAR <300 pwm 1Y RE, T AT BB 2L FLAER IR B T
SEEM A RSN EHAE>1000wm, B BEFL I AR
$<20% , ZEFLEENK e K AR <500 wm 1) F8 3 B EE 24 £L
Al LLSER A, Y H E A2 >3000wm B, HA A F 20% M
HH PRSI A . 2L/ AR MR ok AR 2
FEMAAR I RS AL A & S PR SR e R 2R B3
FLIR/N BLAR <300 um | B IS iz K A2 < 1000 m 14 522 4 7
Ja R
2 EWAFLIEH

Kusuhara 25700, 4L/ N A SRR EHA S
SAFL R B (BB S FL AL I £ 22 1 R )23 1) 8 3 A A0 1Y
JIEE ST R B ) e KA ) AT 43 A S K DD e s &2 51
N EL 7 A2 5| 1 KN FE B, - 98 P2 1 2 B R AL 4
% ( macular hole index, MHI ) 3X —#f &, FTn 2L & E
SRR RKEHARZ I, H T &0 7 5 U120 ) %2
51 % HFLIE A= B 25 A5 R MHT 5 24 L 3/
HAR B K HAEY R D F NG, JaZ8F 50 5
MHI 5 AR J5 e85 1E A0 77 LA I 38 40 o LB R 1
BB RALIE AR 0] T2/ R T 2L ATk /N, R
Je AR R A2 e R MHT=0. 5 19 IMH (835, ¥ BUR
WAL T MHI<O0. 5 (9 IMH &7 SR, H T
MHI IF5E £ 2k Gass sy HZ /R + 1, I3
IMH % IV I FUAR B8 IVTS A5 ot 3 A B 2L AR S5 T 5
MHI AH PR R B i AN 22 U
3 HILEKEF

ZIALIE H T (hole form factor, HFF) 2L O 42
i 54 AR M um s Z AR 2 M (A AR K Z
) HREJERAKEAM E, HFF X T 20K 5 i ) i
B B2 AT BE Bb IS de K ELAR ) TN R SO K, TR
HAE R 1PAL 422 B BERLFL B E S R TF AR B —15
ZARE, Ullrich 25 %} HFF {5 22 fL A5 fie i) g & %
KRR IE L 1 Z Bl AR G R AT IF 5T, A5 R AR,
HFF {H>0. 9 195 5 24 L /B 3, AR5 24 4L &3 & 5 i
HFF {E<0.5 I}, 2L 530 67% ; H HFF (580K, &
HARIE AT KA i ol BEMEAR 5 . Haritoglou %5
UESEARHT HFF 5 AR5 B £ I 71 2 (B A7 76 IEAH G,
HAKRECH0.36(P=0.04)
4 RILENIEHMAFLERIEH

Ruiz—Moreno 25" T 2008 4E7E b IiRBFFE 0y JL Al 1 42
HZ4FL 42 F7 45 %0 ( tractional hole index, THI) F1Z £l H 12
FE5 %0 ( diameter hole index, DHI) BYHE& , LW /R 45 7 ] 22
$r 3 BEBERALIE A B kA THI DL SEFL e B A2 fL i
NEARRY LR R, R BLET IS 7 I i B ik A= h 1 5
Y17 mZEhi 10 el . DHI W 24 AL i/ AR FI S AL
TR R EAR I LR, OB 27 m &2 51 10y Kb, AE
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FHTEVIZ Dy ) 1) 38K, 4L e /N AR B 42 3l T 2L &R
JEEK EAR ;P #5 AH 455, B DHI 55 1 B, IMH Y12k 07
AR TR B R K, RS & B THT 5 AR5 fefE 5T
TERL AT A S IR AR DG AT 2 R AR RAE
(receiver operating characteristic, ROC) H1£& T 7 1 FUE R
Z: I R RO S B2 22 R ) B KAE A BB X THI 3
FTHUE, &8 THI> 1. 41 (8=0.973")) Hi/R 75 % BT 4
LA G AT AR R A7 i B AR 8 IE L J 5 1 DHI 888 5 R
J B AT AE A T 2 R G U i B e i) AL DT 2k
T ZER RN  WBEA—ESE M,
5 R RFLAAIEH

WX IMH T AR 0 BUS F8 bR 51 A T — 20
Y M &—8 BE L 19 & & F5 2 ( macular hole closure
index, MHCI) , >R JH Tmage J P54 B {700 2 224 L v )
A 5 REE 1) W o 5 16 J% 32 g 25 kS e =2 ] o) ot e R
MHCI BV & SCA M i 2k 35 s 2 0 5 249U RIS e K 1 42
MIRLIE S AR BE L T AT OCT EURRFE Kt fift 1
BANOLIT S5 MR 1 AL BERAL I & BRI
G52 AL gy M1 AR PR P R 2 | e 2 SR AR TR BUR BUE
BRI HLOMIE A ;3 Y B BE AL s X G, (H A M4k
= LR 25 b R A4 R R BE LR A (R
fLil1% 5 RPE 2N ;5 2L, BB RALAR A& H 2L %
S A AR . TR 3 4 FRU35 Sy vy Ml 2 ol 28 400 1) B
ML W HUEA R BERIRED A Gk Ha
IHRF—EEH ;5 B SR T AREM, ANAL T
U, e 2L A O A B.C =AY A
G HBEAANOIR A G B 9 MRS RIF A& C 9
WREAALA R @S WAL M s & [l B A
iR MHCI 5 AR5 2 AL @& % 2 EAH M (r=
0.543,P<0.05) : MHCI 7£ 1. 0 Dk F#ER 2L a4 B 4T,
H 25 IR A4 MHCT K T 0. 7 U o] fE A&
R RSN, BB AL A 0 L 1 AR I 5 R 37 4
SEALIG RES AL T LIS AR BR 1Y RPE 2, 2 T AR5 2L
RETS A B e, PHILXT MHCT & B2 R OCT B4
A 1 I SRR A2 i B 2 N R e R i AR
(MHCI=1) B fE K4 B A ; MHCT 33 /8 &2 457 5 AS JE A
H I HREEHY RPE 2, 5IE A R (5 MHCI i K 5 (f
JCIRAZ B 2 HER JE IR A & o
6 R Z IR NI IESRE

VEFH T B e (M A7 1) il 1) 42 7 ) SRe 0 A el
[T PR e B T 7 A AR P i TR e Sy 2L Y
f‘ﬁ%rﬁ . ﬁ'ﬁ@%%% lj‘j &I‘%Z@Tﬁ ( photoreceptor inner —outer
segment junction,1S/0S) 4b 2 2 Z 41 % , k& 2 ih
FIH 18708 M 5E B MRS T RIS . DFIEIESE, R 5
AR IE AL ) 5 18708 Hh b AR A % DD OC &R, R T
IS/ OSTEELEME A T 58 % , RIS T REVR S B 5 AR iy 1S/
OS B AR LIRS B2, AR 1S/0S i IX
HARERTERAER, H 5B AAER IEM ) (LogMAR) 1 3
FH ST RIE B S IR A7 2% A0 L 1 540 S O R R
IMH &35 i EZ LA, Oh 557 7 B A 4K
F Image J (%8 BT, 380 3ok DU UG rhola B 5 5 22 LR S
1S/08 Bt X (14 143 B, ik i SR BOL EAR AT AR, A AT IR
I B, IMH ARH 1Y 1S/08S Sl IX 38 22 S HLEE 1 15 9 | AH
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L T A AN R B A J5 T 285 T 45 5 Y fy b 00 745 A% R TED
BB, P B DR BLIC 3% IMH 35 R T 1S/08 X k4t
T AHED AL J )5 . W OCT B 3ot BF 1+ (4 AfF 5% &
R 1S/0S SeAh T B 2 T I A S5 9 B DX B0ER B Y B AT 4R
B, 8 R OC ; BER T 1S/08 Sledi 4 B 2 1o AU R
RS BB X O R B T ) R B R A
ZN A A S T 1S/0S B g AL, HA
MIAHDC R AL, RN OCT B 4 SR rhal Wi g2 ), IMH. &
B Z T ARIBIT IR RS AFTE R 1S/0S B4t Fh
SRS ER AT A% 2 — e R ME R, SNE e MR EE (4b
SRR TR WA ) Wik 8T I S50 IR 2
FEFERCHE " . Wakabayashi %6 1S/0S & 1 J gt
IERAZ 25 20 M 50 B PR E — IO I R AT S, R RS
IS/OSER & & & BCVA RE I Z 4 F, DL B Uil
S 2B R 8 58 B A A A AT T AR |G T, 38 REAE R 3h A
BRI (e 2 O s N S T N [ 4 1= 5 S N
1S/ OSHRAGIE B X A G W7 (L4 Fe 3 tE AL ) 1 Fn 4t T
) BTN 25 A AE 220 TR R 1S/08 SRR
VTR T F0000 A J5 AR T B HG e A 2 5 E A i TR
MBS EAIESE
7 Fals MR S 20 B S TS SR iR 4R

rhuCs M1 4 E 4 A8 715 2R B £k ( cone outer segment
tips, COST) J& 7 T ICIRAZ 4% 1S/08S 3 2 647 5 40 o it (5
R A e Okt . AR Z MRS, G e FE 1 B
RS | Y B OR B R AR M | M S A 22 kR AR
{6 Z AR g T 2L F] COST £R 24 i ik g, IRk
S i RSN 3 G COST 2k (18/0S i H0t
e A SRR ZE L 5 4 m) 5 1, COST 2k i 25 L 1T A2
JERAZ A UE W IARAE L Rii PR ) E H AR
2 95% 1) COST LR MIEHE 5% S COST L Jaykt- Wi %Y
ELHRE HE DN 32 = 08 W 224 P 5 Ay o T PO i PR 2% T /N bR
e AT T S0 A, O Al S PR K e B IE B A
COST Zpj Hag st de b, TMiAE IMH [, COST &
Syl MU J7 Ry kb v B R M E R B KT 1S/0S &
S H AN BB Bt R R R B e R R
COST £k BUB IR E SR T 1a AU AERF IEAL )1 B B
BB ARG , AR COST Ze it B 4%, AR J5 ML T Pk 52155
Bt a1 H A3 A A LR 2220 BOVA (LogMAR) =
0.00020x1.-0. 23, H: ' BCVA AR JG 1a A9 e fE8F I 41
1,10 L ARG COST £ By Bt 4 g > |

B E Bk OCT 4y 2 % % 4 ( International
Nomenclature for Optical Coherence Tomography Panel ,IN -
OCT) e iy 24 Fe R UR AL I 65 93 J22 O G52 A1 )23 100 1) g 4
FE AR REIT ,1S/0S 2 B B R R A7 (ellipsoid
zones ) ,COST 2k B 44 J 38 XL IX ( interdigitation zones ) (271 ;
(E = NG VTR G R (S - S S B S 7N
5, DA EARGARATH s Sk b i 44 3R R T
8 HILFRMMEEEE

METRZ B S 1Y OCT (X 41 B 4& CUBE 34 %
2, T o3 A o B DR R JEE 1 A LA &R G 0 0 TR
JE 25 RO B SRR 0 8 s A Hrns A PR A A AR o
D IARFE R O T 3 6mmx6mm I ] A 5 5 X 8, 5
58 G R G F Sl 2 01 DU 5 B 5 3000 D JIEE TR 4

&1 ETARE OCT BEMEHREEMRILFAMMIER

RATHER AR J5 N
HLE/NER e Wil
FEIRR KR ER AT IE AL
FPESLALAE £ ( MHI) B IERL A
LI WL F (HFF) A5 B 5 EAE B
LA HE £ (THT) R AEBFIERL S
HPEALAL A G FeE0( MHCT) WP A G N
1S/0S Hedht i rhC U

rC [T A 20 41T SR 2% ( COST) B
T XA IR JEE B (CSRT) EZ N S EAL YA

i -.-"' e
cost#; 15/08

E1 #HEZEERRIL OCT BEFMNESE A Hrli/h
B b AR B KB o 2L B d 2L B e
L AERA 5 g b BEFLAP ST v 15 D' a8 32 4 B0 8 A TR 1 ity
2RHE BT PRI, MHI=d/b;HFF = (e+f)/b; THI=d/a; DHI=a/b;
MHCI= (g+h) /b, 1S/OS(HEFRATF ) 1 COST 4 (38X IX) 4351
TLE RSk IR

ETDRS & 9 73 2 B X 43 A 3 A a0 8, 435310
2 Tmm P RFX NIFX(>1 ~3mm) LIMFFX (>3 ~
6mm) . U S RO RO XN H O AR
B ZR bR JZ PN S DA R 0o ISR AR, BRI 1 DXL M)
Ji = J& ( central subfield retinal thickness, CSRT) . A ik iE
B, 28 ROC #1243 & B CSRT T 0 24 7L A I e 51
52 FLAT B v R P, CSRT <300 um /3% fift 1 &2
(L5 I AT R R SR PO [ 4 xR i
CSRT 5 ARG S B IR ) Z W45 S5 R A e 0 i, R
il CSRT 5 A5 e £ IE L s TEAH OE (r=0. 345, P<
0.01) " ST HAH X (r=-0. 064, P>0.05) ",
IERAFNOER

Wakely 25 42 H T 3% BE R FL N 0 H 42 ( macular hole
inner opening diameter ) iX — &, F8 2L FL P F 22  B2 2
Wi L K, ZSOANERZ RS =S 50h | 5
BESLALIN I AR T RS d A B 7 A 8 S 1) TRL T BE 086G
HEHL N 30T B RGP Al A PE, J0 B ROC £k mT 0 8
BESLAL N 1 BLAR X 4L ) 52 A 3 R J5 B0 7 1% 000 2k
R et HHAEAR RN, H R T2l Ea S
o AR RS W RAIEE , SRR A B AR T
WA TG B — A WIS U
10 /hNEE

OCT Jy it L e BERLFLIR 1 AT ARIT % T TR
TGP 7 A WTRE R OT VR . AR SO B W O f
ERAIE S AR bR T A (R 1 8 1), SR s BERLAL
FAREI S EBRTIRZ AR BRARTTE S FRAESS b
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FAEAREBRAE T ARIERAE B A BB 5% 2 07 |
R HEATARHT OCT $148 5 75 S it — A F 5 20 B X 2 4
FTEAR S5 KAV D BE 0 e i)V FH B2 AR 4 , % IMH 1Y
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