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Abstract

¢ AIM: To compare the difference of short-term efficacy
of the intravitreal injection of conbercept (IVC) 1+PRN
and 3 + PRN in the treatment of macular edema ( ME)
secondary to branch retinal vein occlusion (BRVO).

e METHODS: In this prospective, randomized, and
comparative study, 40 patients who were diagnosed as
ME secondary to BRVO were divided randomly into
3+PRN group (n=22) and 1+PRN group (n=18). Best-
corrected visual acuity (BCVA), central macular thickness
(CMT) and mean injection times were compared between
two groups in 6mo follow-up period. Baseline predictors
of visual acuity (VA) were also investigated.

¢ RESULTS.: After treatment of 6mo, in the 3+PRN group,
the BCVA improved from 0.86+0.22 to 0.41+0.12 and CMT
decreased from 517.4+75.1um to 280.1+41.8um. The BCVA
in the 1+PRN group increased from 0.79+0.20 to 0.42+0.14
and the CMT decreased from 472.7 + 80.7um to 271.6+
39. 6um. There was no statistically significant difference in
BCVA or CMT between two groups at any time point ( P>
0.05). During the study period, the mean number of
injections were 3.64+0.66 and 2.78+0.94 in 1+PRN group
and 3+PRN group respectively ( P>0.05). In both groups,
age, duration, baseline BCVA and integrity of
photoreceptor inner and outer segment (1S/0S) were
associated with better VA at the 6mo after the first
injection.

e CONCLUSION: In IVC treatment for ME secondary to
BRVO, 1+ PRN and 3+ PRN dosing regimens are both
effective and achieved similar functional outcomes.
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A0 X IE S K BHLZE (retinal vein occlusion, RVO) R 35 &
S TSN T A7) 25 43 Ry W 0 JEE v ok i JK BHL 9E ( central retinal
vein occlusion, CRVO ) F1 A ™ I 43 32 i ik FH %€ ( branch
retinal vein occlusion, BRVO) . RVO ¥ LAY I & KE A Hr 4=
1L AN EE BEZK I ( macular edema, ME) |, 11 ME & RVO &
HOST R E R Y B B T A R I A P
H: K HF (vascular endothelial growth factor, VEGF) 7£ RVO
4k ME ke OCHVE R, S R N VEGF R B2 T A 4L
Zf MEP™ T VEGF IRyF BLE S RVO 4k % ME f—
IR SR HET M TS — I R ER R 25 07 B2 AR
XTI T BEAATE R 1+PRN (pro re nata, PRN) Fl1 3+PRN 5%
1BYT BRVO 4% ME BRI Im R TR, ety an ko
1 &M *E
1.1 3% AW HETETEREHL BT E , 2L HR2017-06/
2018-06 TE = M4 4 — N RIEBEIRFL12 0 BRVO 4k %
ME i 835 4E 40 (1] 40 HR . AW AFRAE: (1) W72 (R T)
TIEER IR IEZ B[R] ) <6mo; (2) e AE 5 1IE 0 77 (best
corrected visual acuity, BCVA) /NEAL 1 0.02~0.5;(3) 6
2FAH T W72 534 (optical coherence tomography, OCT) I &
i BE A O WA )RR BE (central macular thickness, CMT) >
250pm, HEBRARIUE : (1) BEAEH2 52 o IR R OB IR T slth &
ZRAE b FEOKBA B I AR AR T VEGF 25 %) 36 55 4 i 1
SHAYT ; (2) A HAb AT 380 ME s n] 1R Y VEGF #k 2
Th-ven A IR FR 5 o (4 4 8 BT A Il A P T OB IR IR
AR AROCPE B BEAR M MR IR A ME ME 458) 5 (3) G IF ™ &
M S8 5T Y R (5 b 2R AL B F OB IR | AR I | A
JEER B 55 ) 5 (4) KRTT 6mo PIAT N HRFA s (i N T
A) S E U RIAT IR TR B . AR TRAT G (if R
REF IS ERE A ZE s A, AR IR
A BRVO k% ME 3 40 6] 40 R, Hrp 5 24 5] 24 R, %
16 ] 16 R, 4F 1% 41 ~78 (FF-34 61. 2+9. 3) %, {H FHBEHLEL
TR A B APINAITA . 1+PRN ZH (18 HR) - 4]
UG 1 BE IR ISR T 2 )5 O R T T2, 3+ PRN 41 (22
R) A0 EEH 14T, %S 3mo TMIIAYT R MU IR TEZY
B A AR O 25 )5 B H G B BES , BT 2 i bR v
J&:CMT>250um H BCVA<O0.5, PE4L & FERE mfe
LA DL B 34 BCVA Rl CMT M H 22 53 B G2 3 X
(P>0.05), W3 1,
1.2/4% i EENSH 5838 LT kA 4T IR
A TR IS B AG A MRS AR IR (BCVA I CMT,
HEBRAR SR J5 B A R 4T IR S 148 9% 0 38 5% (fundus
fluorescein angiography, FFA) kit , o3&k HEBRF AL
ST R R R R HE B A s A, BT R
YT 24 17 5% FHARTA] 9 550 5 (BRATI PS5 0. 05mL/0. Smg) |, fir
A R A S ¥ el T — o PR P s P A AE TG R T R =
B, Fie IR TFAARAE S LT B Al 10, 50/ L 5 4 R Al v 3%
SN IR AR 2% Amm Ab ) 3 58 0K Ji DN 2 o RETE2Y
BCVA . 7E [f] — 3 8] 2R FH A% X 5500 07 22 it G2 1
BCVA #:46 hy f5e /N3 HE A XTI LogMAR ) #0147 523
G307 . OCT: Hi [6) — 7 28 56 = 5 1 I 58 il I & CMT, 2
A gy O AE g M B HCEAS Tmm B[R] A, T2
U] P DA DA S B A P € 2R T 2 A 3R T P A B
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P IR JFCHR % ZHE OCT PRSI 40 Wi 356 2 A (58] 1) 5 3
PE B e Y e B S8 8, AR FRA 45 R 15 M
JETCTE TF X AR, CHETE X =5 DL AR 2 o Bl
P, TCHEE X <5 DI A O AEsntE, P B
W HE L AR 3mo 1T FFA K28, % 3mo CMT>250pum H.5%
FEZE T RE/NT SOpwm 5% BUBT AL BT, 78 FFA 8% 17
ROEOLIRTY ., TR BREE - WREAFRAEEE D
6mo , TR BEIS 1) 56 36 24 B KT HR BB A A | 18] 22 IR IS B
£r ARJCHEA HR e (BCVA I CMT, XJ Eb R 2H £8 35 S
VEITJE 55 1 ~6mo [ BCVA F1 CMT A H 5 6mo
WAL h BCVA=0. 5 19 H A A7 2 73 25 OB, 20 b R
TG B

Giil2# oy M R A SPSS23. 0 B F k47 48 12 Mt
THEFEBHH (n, %) 3R KRR TR 58 Fisher B UIHER
o THETORH x+s R, R S B 1Y 7 2547
W HTia TS BCVA K2 CMT 7284k 19 95 45857 LSD—¢
G, 45 A TR] 0 B4 18 AL 1) 25 57 bR AR ST PR AR ¢ R 63
PR ZE P 25 S UE LB R T S REAS ¢ R 35, 40 0 US 7Y
SEMR PR 2R 43R FHZ DG IR1H 7347 (enter 75 ) , P<0. 05 S 2%
SAGIFE L,
2HER
2.1 WAREETHIS BCVA b 4l R EIGITRiG
AHHA] S BCVA PSSR R 4116 BCVA 255 G112
BEX(F=0.749,P=0.159) ,Af [ [N K Z R A G #E X
(F=26.34,P<0.001) WA HE Mo AT EAEH (F=
3.83,P=0.126) , M4l KLk BCVA LR EZE R LG # &
X (P=0.415), PAIRITIEHE 1 ~6mo BCVA 5 HILL A
P25 A Gt L (P<0.05) . 4 G YT R 4
1~6moff] BCVA # Lt 22 R g1t 2 L (P>0.05), UL
22, 3+PRN A% 6mo A 11 R (45.5%) BCVA =0.5,
1+PRNH S 6mo A 8 IR (44. 4% )BCVA=0.5, 2R I5
FE S (XP=0.404,P=0.525) , W2,
2.2 A EEBFTEIE CMT Lbi  WL4HIAYT RIS 4 I 1A]
JCMT e B R 48] CMT 2 R ERH# B X (F=
0.053,P=0.651) , WM KX EZFHHZITFEL(F=
39.61,P<0.001) ,Af[E] I Z M L BAEH (F=2. 41,
P=0.112) , BIgHEL CMT LB ZE R LG 2FE L (P=
0.786) . MZIAIF G 1 ~6mo CMT 5 HILL A Ik 2% 7
WA E X (P<0.05) , 4 LEIGITEH 1 ~6mo
) CMT FH 22 ¥ TG 248 L (P>0.05) , L& 3,
2. 3 A A FHiE SR B A RGBS LB 4 6mo, 3+
PRN 417125 3. 64+0. 56 X, 1+PRN 4 F-H71: 24 2. 78+
0.94 K, EZR TG E X (1=-3.385,P=0.121), 1+
PRN 4147 3 IR (16. 7% ) 17 #h ROOGIR YT, 3+PRN 4l A4
A 3HR(13.6%) 1T 4N ROBOLIRIY, Z R LKHRITFE X
(X*=0.071,P=0.789) ,
2.AMATRRIRIE R 43 W4 E WL 5 (0 52
R 2%, 45 T 7R AR IS Rk BCVA i T2 R [ 441 5 e g
5 RAIFR I G A 56, Bk CMT FIAL I 88 7 15 1 5
MOBETEK(F4),
2.5 REHEEER ARFHUIHEZBLS T Hi 4 IR
B EATWM, A & B IR R IR P9 2R PPN s R A0 I 4
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x1 MABRFRTH—MALILE

27 51 IR sepy(xts ) BYEM, %) 5 (XES mo) BCVA(XES LogMAR) CMT(X %S, pm) SRILYE(IR, %) HBIAH 588 (IR, %)
3+PRN 4 22 61.8+9.5 14(63.6) 1.6+1.2 0. 86+0. 22 517.4+75. 1 4(18.2) 12(54.5)
1+PRN 2 18 59.6+10.7 10(55.5) 1.4+1.1 0.79+0. 20 472.7+80.7 3(16.7) 9(50.0)
t/X? -0.264 0.269 1.201 -0. 967 -1.812 0.016 0. 082
P 0. 682 0. 604 0. 069 0.415 0. 786 0. 900 0.775

*2 WHEBHFRITHIEBCVA T xxs
A3eH HR %% Hak %5 1mo 5 2mo %5 3mo 5 4mo 5 Smo 5 6mo
1+PRN 41 18 0.79+£0.20  0.58+0.29  0.59+0.18  0.38+0.26  0.37+0.19  0.45+0.17  0.42+0. 14
3+PRN 41 22 0.86+0.22  0.55+0.23  0.53+0.25  0.36+0.22  0.32+0.16  0.42+0.20  0.41+0.12
t -0. 967 0.76 1. 64 0. 86 0.33 0.58 0. 44
P 0.415 0.47 0.12 0. 18 0. 61 0.59 0.29

*®3 FWABRELRRIE CMT Lbi (X%s, pm)
Ay HR %% FZk CMT % 1mo 5 2mo % 3mo 2 4mo 5 Smo 2 6mo
1+PRN 41 18 472.7+80.7  362+82.9 326+78.3 312+76.3 321+71.9 295+56.8  271.6+39.6
3+PRN 41 22 517.4+75.1  389+86.2 332+81.2 299+79. 3 302+77.6 287+38.6  280.1+41.8
¢ -1.812 0. 86 1.24 0.64 0.25 0.78 -0. 60
P 0.786 0.33 0.08 0.56 0. 81 0. 49 0. 88

x4 UABENEHES Miwa Z£0 Alper 25}y 3] 12mo A B 5% % Fb 75 Bk BT
AIISE S B PrifEiR ! P 1+PRNAI 3+PRN /7 7677 BRVO 4k & ME M9J7 3%, 45
AE Iy 0.185  0.581  7.528  0.038 PIWaR PR A 2 BIr s B B 25, To 7 | Ahn
H2k BCVA 0.478  0.689  4.561  0.008 AU BRI AR R DA BT 1+PRN FI 3+PRN 7 iR77
He2k CMT -0.224  0.167 -1.622 0.197 BRVO 4k ME o] LSS ALY &%, TEFRATI B
R A B A 1 1O 0.177 0.447  2.531 0.768 1+PRN 20 #1 3+PRN 2145 6mo BCVA Fl CMT 5 H: 3L 4k 4
Tt 0.527  0.412  3.269  0.037 L ERAT 25 0 e AR AL IR YT 5 565 1~ 6mo 9 BCVA F
5 Ay e et -0.215  0.982 -1.947 0.045 CMT AH AR WL .22 5 . Fr LAFRATTUOCN M PE 3 1+PRN

FI3+PRNJT ZIAY7 BRVO 4k & ME #2 A 201, BN
3itig PRI B 2R,

B VEGF JBYF L J& RVO 4k &% ME M —ZRy7 1k, %
VLIS 2 ) %47 6+PRN .3+PRN Fl 1+PRN 5%, I K I
B Al AR R 0 e B2 25 )7 %% . Campochiaro 2507 18
EPL VEGF 25917677 BRVO 4k % ME f KEIFEHL A |
T A PRI X0 45 S 26 B BR BR B BE 6+ PRN J7 RIRYT
BRVO 4k % ME %4 F %%, Tadayoni 25" #F 57 % I 75 Bk
AR R ARE T B9/ 3+PRN J7EIR97 BRVO 4k
% ME, B A7 K % 4% 3mo TEZ J5 MU R ES, Y &k
P 18 15 S0l 7 T R s 8 52 T 24 3% 2L 3mo AT HR
TE T EE R B R B ER BPT 3+PRN J5 223497 BRVO 4k &
ME %G5, BTS2 RE Q[ B0 E MG E AR
P VEGF 254, Sun 25" B 55 400 45 3F 55 T FE A PE % 3+
PRN J5 223497 RVO 4% % ME (8 S01E, 45 9mo 45 5 1
7~ BRVO 24k % ME H 3 BUS T fl Campochiaro ST H A
PRI I35 25 AA 27. 6% B R E 2 T <6 M HIRIT .,
PR RTRATTIELE 6 B 14 AT VY 5 B 308 4 s v 459 1T e 5 3
T EEVRYTY R —UE 25 AR 2 25 FRE T R TE 2 I 4Tk i
FIVERAE 0 JER e XU

R R R AR LB R BB HLIX, WIhR 6 £
T IR Y T AR ME ST B, AR 22 B8 A e P08/ DI bR T IR 9T AT
0, % F 1+PRN 5{ 3+PRN J5 ZJAJ7 BRVO 4k & ME,

FATHIBTFTLE R B 7R 6mo HIBETT I P, 3+PRN 41F
BIH24 3. 64+0. 56 Y, 1+PRN 20 F-27F 24 2. 78+0. 94 1K,
LR TG X (P=0.121) , 3 LI A O RF T 245 5 R
A, Ahn ZEUS %5 L OUAR S4BT 1+PRN F 3+PRN 75 RIATF
BRVO 4k % ME ] 6mo AYHF5EH, 1+PRN 41 F1 3+PRN
ZH IR 2GRS 2 1.8+0. 8 .3.4+0.5 ¥k, 1+PRN 4
SERTEZGRBUL T 3+PRN 4, 2 F A St X, Miwa
AT Alper 1 Tro 1R 12mo AT 5T 25 S LA
/R 1+PRN 72 A 3+PRN 7 %4 B/ S s, i
B AS 22 57 0 JE R AT BE A4 - (1) ZA R N[5 (2) BT
i[RI AR X, FRATT AR B 58 SO 52 31 55 — IR TE 245 /5 6mo,
T R S [o] A 9 o 48 5 B T SR BT R ) AN ]
(3) A H2G R FIWT AR AR — 3L, Tro 257 & 1 25 b
WS L — B 5 CMT 341> 100pwm 2% BCVA T [ >
0. 1(LogMAR #4/7) , Ahn 2" 5 & 1 25 A bR o S CMT >
300pm H BCVA<O. 5, 1 F AT A Fr & CMT >250pum H
BCVA<O0.5,

A YL B 58 25 5 e IRAE IS R FIBLERE BCVA S50
NG K, AE /N LA FEZk BCVA ity 2 5
A0l e S B S W5, Tadayoni 4517 Fl Kim 25
A FE AR AT R LAY 25 21 H Tp 2520 B 98 A A e 1Y)
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JRAREFT CMT BUBAT ML DI RERI MR S TE 0 . FATTHY
e PR 1. 5+1. 2mo, Kim 251" YF9Y & 32+33d,
T Ip 25T BFSESE: 4. 4+3. 8mo , i B2 T 119 22 S L i/ 2
Ip S5 A A FRATTAH R A R TR 3 P e B s A
KA ME 2> 5320 BRVO (3 L Al ¥l (458 405, & 3K
ME J5 R IHRTT VEGF Ja 77 REHUS B 2 ) ERYFR AR
Campochiaro 25" AfFFE AR F) T X — 4,

— IR BRVO % ME 1 2% fif 38 REH ke ) b
BB e, SR — L8 R e ME 22 0% 5 B0 0 4 i 20 AR W A
BIR SRR 1 5 1 2 S5 T RE AR v sl MG IR AZ 48 2 1Y 52 451
THBLA G AR 2 BF 5% e 3E o W R A 1Y o8 8 1R A
BRVO 4% ME [ R AR BUR A 6 TR wF
FEMPRR TR OCHR, 53 b, B 5P kL P BRVOME #
HWAT TP B 22 IS U 35X Cakmak 551 [y 25
—H,
AT R AFTERZ AR, B RAEA BN
Wit 77 IR TS L, A R S U DR s 1 o0 B 78 3
JEWFFE(ETDRS) #L ) M BCVA , X S B AT Ik LWL 4%
F BCVA BYZRAAS o 78RR B 5 R A B ) BE AL X
MR ST HE— DR R PIRN T R BRI TR, BTS2,
FATN R FRAA TG 1+PRN F1 3+PRN J5 %3AY7 BRVO 4k
& ME T3 N AT USRS 2 LAY 7 R, EL - 21 25 R
BAGE2E5 . 300 AR e B2k BCVA HIAH B A
R SERME S RIFRIL R A,
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