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Abstract

e The lens plays a crucial part in the etiology of primary
angle - closure glaucoma (PACG). The changes in the
thickness and position of the lens have been related to
common structural deviations observed in PACG eyes
such as: shallow anterior chamber, pupillary block and
crowded anterior chamber angle. Lens extraction has long

been used to treat PACG, which combined with anti-
glaucoma surgeries remains a commonly employed
therapy. This article aims to summarize the medical
outcome and role of phacoemulsification with or without
anti-glaucoma surgeries in the treatment of PACG.
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HOGHR I AR — (A AT P 30E IR 4l T
2020 4F A {5 OEHR B A KR 1k 2 7960 T7, Horh sk
P P £ B H G R (primary angle —closure glaucoma, PACG)
B A 269" T M PACG B 1 77%
PACG (5% 5 4E % M) R A 45 A 06, e A
AHE PACG (A0 SR BEARIE M B, Bty &
PR T B M AE b EOARE T PACG B R
(1.40%) & T 5 & P TF /A B35 O6 R ( primary open angle
glaucoma ,POAG) HHEER(1.02%) o R E LB E IR
FARL, WETEIAH  PACG AR 3 Y R 22 5 5 AN ) AR
P AR IS5 A B AR S AT G, LA G DY 3R T A AR/ A I TR
TG A RS AR RN R B AR A5

i F8 O A IR A S AL ) PT e i 39 B 4 B 4 A T
A7 B, RV RSP T BRSSP T bR A4S T A S R AR S
SR I BB R R R Bl e A B, He S R
AT 2 T 2 fi 2 S AL LI DA S AR A B 142 B )
Pt A7 B HTRS I 5 AoRIA R B B UG, R E
Jir A P AR B O IR 12 0R T 58 1 R AR (2019 4F) ) 7R
PACG A9 AL i A 38 1 & IR 1A Fn bk 2 DR 3R, O 4%
PACG #4524 5 R3S A, RIS 2 i FL REL iy A0 | 0T 1 o 48
T PR AT B FRebR A7 S R R ik 4 SR ke A
1 Bk S PACG HIX &

TR GRIEHE S PACC XRMWAEY¥S5
F AL AR AR JE B (lens thickness, LT) | df AR HE 5
(lens vault,LV) A&RIEAL & (lens position, LP) | &R AR JE
JE /IR B LU A ( LT/ AL ratio, LAR) | bR A — R il K
T8 %L (lens —axial length factor, LAF ) 1 & R A4 AH X} 47 &
(relative lens position,RLP) 4, LT J& & it IR A4 17 78 5 Tt
MBI ERBER IR LT 8K 15 U B A I 5 R
RAE Al Pl 238K, 01 5 S SO AR R , HL LT 23 Bl & 4R 0%
AR IMNZE R, IX 5 PACG WA ARARTT . Z I 52
WESE R A B M S ATIR G LT K FIEH RS . LV JE48 &
RAZ TR B LRSS 5 7K P12 4R 9 3 FLBE B8, R T A bR A iy
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R AT R B LV B, AR AR XS T £ 4 B
1785 7™ 7, Nongpiur AU IR R LV 5 B AR SR ]
FHOC AT fa o 2R B A DGPR3 1 LV BEEH N
K (901£265wm vs 316+272um, P<0.001) , HJ5 AYHR 4>
oA 2] TR S5 BhAh, LAF nlfE b Stk
G i 5 AL B e I R 2R 22 BORF 9 R & B RLP T
PACG S FIIE % X IR 2 o) 9 22 S 010 28 b iR
RAE PACG AIHLI i FEAE A, AR A B3 0] AT LA
PNRHT 5, 484 58 55 A, AR D5 £ DG P SR G AT B XU
2 MREFAREFT PACG BIRTEEHL I

Z IR FEULEE B AR A R 1 R IR A T s AR
AMUAEFE T PACG HR, A7 7E T POAG HR H: % & 1IE %
ARV B W — BB RN . (1) 8 75 FL AR PR R
A ( phacoemulsification , PE ) B & A T & IR (A A A FH JE 2
<1.0mmAY A T FfRAERACE 4.5~5.5mm EE‘J/EHEF%’H(MS,
IR TR PR BE AT s A A Bk e FLBHL RS, O HL
FTRABCGEA A 5 (2) A Ay v o RN 5 AT L v
i 6 s RGP 5 (3) R U AR IR 95 5 e T A
% D) PR (AR e 22 W ik LA B 3 i /N R A4 L 1) A W D) i, 38
/NG 3832 P 2 5 () AP U 3 T DR A 14 43 0 2
RE B, Bk A g 5 (5) M FUE AR, Bk i i &
PEA TS B X s R A A B T RN
TE R4 25 FEE L RS 18, 38 I Bk 5 1A
3 BREFAREKEARKXERTT PACG HE A

FEXE PACG (B3 B AR A TR BAR iz iz T T
I R, 5 1 R T B G — B9 T R S5 003l ik R O X
S (TR R & M T O IR 18k iR Y £ R LR
(2014 4F) ) PN R 57 A 5 /T 180° TG MR 45 Bl AE
RT3 & Tk R DT AR . A58 N TR

BAE Y AT SR FH B4l 1 Y B IR BR R . X T s R G AT ot

180° | 245y To k45 il MR e sl R ot 28 403 407 o 8 17 e R 08 ik
HFAR, BHANEFARIEMERTREG AREF A, 1M
(PR & M A RS ORI 23 T R T R AR (2019
AR YT RO T B 49252 JR i M BT R R OB R AR R
GYNRITROCRAE R B 256 I N BRI 5 3 1 P
FREX G N T RARAA T A [T 55 M 55 S A7 s 1 50 5
AR o AT WA AR T SRR TR 9B 24 B 22, iRk
FARA T —LeREAE A A 75 2538 o U8 P T AR SR IR YT Y
B, SR, T B A2 PACG Y & AL R 5
HIREZBEEAIEREG R F AR & Fh P R T
IR F i B BTk, A PR R K
1T HgBFAMBNBERBAR  Ha PE FARXF
PACG BYJ7RLC A K SCHk s . 38 IR BL 2 25 1 — 1
e A B3 Ay 1 7 SRS PR |5 WURBERFSY 3 495 4%
% PE FARM PACG B EHE, 3R 15.7+7.0mo, F
YHR FE R R 4 6.0mmHg (30% ) , AR J5 FH 25 820 589%™
AN Bal PE TR X J8 340 0T B RS % ( peripheral anterior
synechia , PAS) A i A5 45 B, SR A [6) B9 $R0E 22 R 8
KB 11.1% ~25.3% 7% PE F AR T PAS (05
MRl 5 AR RAR AT ¢, 3% BORFT PAS R EE #1740 415,
AR PAS JE R (KT 180°) B PAS FEIRTE K, (H
S A R A ARE 3R A T R AR A A 25 AT AR
Ko PE FARXT PACG BIRYTRHCR 5 AHT IR H 2 5 6EH
PPN AT 5, Tham 5577 43 51 % AR i 25 49 4 i RS
fEFE 1Y PACG B# 17T PE FAR, RJF 2a, AR H 7EMR
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JEFH 2458800 A e A3 9 1F L ) O TH YA I 3 G (HOR T
25 AN RS T 2H A FIR e AR P 24 00 R R T 25 T DA
Hl4l, Thomas % AT Meta 4387 & B, 76 259 1T LAFE
Hil i) PACG ", PE FARMFHR T B 3mmHg & L) I B HER
KENT 90% ,(H &k 5] SmmHg [ 08 5 DL 148 5 0 2
1% AL Z T 259 A s i dil 2 i IR R B SmmHg 5% D 1
HIREA AR T 50% LA I {2 25 4 45 1 40 09 F R A 8%
R (90% ) JHIR G T 25 AN REHE HI 40 (82% ) . TEH N RIX
o 2 S5 5T et R AR AR AT RS RS 328 A & 98 ML AR v B o L
RN, BeAh, —2eF 58 & B PACG & PE RFIRIES
ARTHRE LV A 25 A G, AR AR A LV R
DU AR Ji HIR P % st 78 K, w45 35 T 1 S 90 &5 SR 4R
T ARJG R % (intraocular pressure, IOP) %) Fit il 23 =G [ R 5
10P =6.354+(0.186 xR Fj IOPxARHf ACD) ], MHAXTEAR
J& 1 3mo B 5 SBRAGBLALA B o I B 14 AR i R EF
FR%U (visual field index, VFT) A% & 09 A S5 IR R 2 WS A
[RREORITRIUE 2 TR

X F & bR & M5 M 5% M (acute primary angle
closure , APAC) [ J8 35 (124 F 3% [EAE 522 Wibm e i &
PRV RV SEIRSE IR AR R AR ) | 5 3B 0 8 2 i fEE )
A (laser peripheral iridotomy, LPI) SR BESZ LPI BT
MR E KRG SRR T = 0T LR TR T30, AR 4% F
ARATH IR R FAREREE ) S8 LPLYY
BARReRF ARG AR 2, A AE PAS AT g & - JE E L
BELAE B 22 0 DL B /N T R B 2832 0145, fE— T A
62 151 v [ £8 5 178 B R B ML G R E8 Hp, LPT IR YT AL fE
55 3.6.12 18mo B HR & T 5 14 LU f81) 533 /2 16.1% .32.3%
41.9% 46.7% , T PE FARHALEH AT ] H A 1 418
F kA TIRETE ; R/EE 18mo B, LPT 41 A9 F 4 IR JE A1
MZj B E T PE FARAM B — i hid 8 T2
IR ZE R, JF BOULEEH] PE AR X T £ B N J B8 473 48 LI
BRI A By A JF I B (angle opening distance,
AOD) /NZEIT B (trabecular iris angle, TIA) /NGRAT fRZS
[&1] 1 A2 ( trabecular iris space area, TISA) FIARJ5 Shaffer 43
K7 PE TR W25 R T LPT, PR3 25 44 19 #f1 BE 52
FFA AN BRTFARBFRCER™ X LPT AR5 IR R 4 i R
R IR & PE B3 ff S ] (primary angle closure, PAC) R,
PE AR 5468 5] 20% 14 HR R 0, I B R AR HR =152 %
3 MEEASE ) RS RAR T HNET
ARXF TR APAC A BUARAE 4518, (H 75 2245 11 1 2
PE F A T 0R 094 01 5% mie) H 15 /9 SCHR S 38 1 FEAR
AICHR R E APAC (8 F 17 5] PE R J5 1a Rk i
21mmHg () B Kk 4 % Ny 22.58% 47 1 H.ih T APAC HR
ELUA SR N5 VT b A K /DN L A5 R A, S
PE FA A BE A k| DRI A R 55 A Sk 0 12 e 42 1 R
T 1) SR AE SN A K B, RS0 R AT AR BT
B2 BFIMUMBEREASBEAR AT HEAR
( goniosynechialysis , GSL,) WA AR FT I/ NN
ST , X T /N M D e i fil 4 (HAFAE PAS R3S,
GSL A 7E/NGEYE 1L 68 77 F W Z W B PAS, JF AT 15 £ o
EIEHAlR) GSL I B MARAS b fiff R 1T 7 | s A 41 B
LN ER RS LIS PE FARE AR, XFEMHE
T AE— 65T b5 £ 45 40 B R 8 R A3 BE S 7% PE BR A
GSL 7F Uk 20 i fEE /1N 2 X 422 fipd 177 B (iris —trabecular contact ,
ITC) \PAS 3411 AOD | TISA 25 Hij b5 & & 2 %07 mAL T 5
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4l PE FAR, HAR AT HT G M 57 8™ 5, AR5 KA 0 I
MR R, Rodrigues 257 fF 55 M & B PE B4 GSL
TEURE b7 7K Ui Y & %X (Shigtz tonographic aqueous outflow
facility, TOF) FALTF PE FAR, X Fp&5H R Be I ad ekt
TS5 Ok 3 I R AR . White %50 41 %F PE A
GSL W BIF 75 v, & B #f 56 1] 4 B 3 10 B A R iy
30. 5ImmHg [z 12.12mmHg ( “F#JFE 15 25.9m0) , 187 55
FOCH 41 58 5 0 IR % 0 B/, A 19. 79mmHg [
14. 44mmHg (FHI R 25.4mo) , P 41 H 35 19 75 6 IR 25
P 2% FLALEY R, Tian 285 WF 55 W EAS T ALY
S50 APAC 400 PACG 4 (FEEFOCIR HERL #4517 ) A
I RL A IR T 38 B2 AR 5 24, {22 APAC ZH7E PAS
RYFAHAERE AT PACG 41 ( APAC 41 KTl PAS 314.23+
49.07°, R J5 PAS 116.54 +73.78°; PACG 41 R Fij PAS
285.00+53.28° , RJ5 PAS 156.43+56.35°) , H. PACG 414
BRI TFAREME (APAC 4 vs PACG 4H:0 vs 35.7%) Fl
PAS B K HMEZH(APAC H vs PACG #1:30% vs 83.3%) , R
MEAE 25 L& PE KA GSL I FARIFHOFA—E
Feral PE F ARG f T B9 — I BE AL IR PRI 56 2
B, PE 645 GSL 584l PE T AR LA AR K B AR IR 1 AR
JE IR FCIR SRR ARG I ARE AP E OCIR 2505
W IC i E 2R (HIZFFE ) PAS 99 A bR fE R (8
i 90°) , Tk I W 5 B4 )2 R I I PACG BB
HIIFRL, Lee 45 UEATHORTREVERF IS 0, 76 25 4 vl DL
IR Y PACG 5 ,PE BX G GSL 5 H.4 PE FARAM I,
T PAS IR A R T AR 5 24 9820 O Tfi O G % 2%
5, HIRCA T B 35 80 A GSL A £ (1 40 0, 3X
T REfR B AT AR GSL ST £ PAS &, SR
H#EME T ARFEMBEE, NN PE B4 GSL 7E FEIKHR
JE 8% PAS Fydi b 255 A T 8.4l PE FoR 093
R LER G GSL J5 2 75 R 40 2R 25 7 R B in ie 25 348 75 B 0F —
A FT , JEHST T B £ O 4 4 ml R 2k 1 7 9 AT 6 e
M PACG B3,

SIBEANBAEIEFER XMNTHMIMESRMNE
HEsifT PE FARDNES GSL MLk B BEAH (9 AR J5 R E
T TR R A , H e g TR W
FEAEVE Z 8, QN S5 VT B AR R 55 9 &0 & A R
T R SR LN B TR A R kT T BECY, A
FEFIA /NG AR £ i 1 PN B Y & B 45T Tham
BACY X PE T R R0 A R A B A N BB R
( phacotrabeculectomy , PT) 6 J7 e B A 68 FH 25 9 2 1 A9 12
PR % T A 7 G ER (chronic primary angle — closure
glaucoma, CPACG) TR E T T RAINFR, T2
V¥ ) CPACG,PE 40 PT A7E ARG 1a AYIR 3%
Bt S BEIEARIG 5a, PT HIRE W ELT PE
48 PT AR H 25 AR 1a A1 Sa BFYY H PE 48
o XTI N E R CPACG, PT 411k PE HIEAR )G
3.15 . 18mo FFHR F BAIR ( 22{E°H 2 ~3mmHg) ,H AR5 5a i}
PIE IR EBA Gt 22225 PT ARG 1a B 258
A AR R FAEAR G Sa BFIE Y BRI PT Ee PE
AR ) B HIR S I8 B B K (29.5% ws 20.7%) , B2 HT# AR J5
FEARAE K F 85155 (26.2% vs 8.1%)  Hrh AL HE YR
T RE K A RIS, T LG 5 4 R S A A R
24100 PT AL AR 5 I KRE & A2 %4 & F PE 41, E2h7E
HI 5 T D R AT e 4 . (FJR JCIR AR ET2 A RE 25

PR  PT 5 PE ARIERAERR IEAL 1 1 BGE f i OLIR
ez EE R LA B EERY ) WL LR A
B, AEARTTIR A BA S, PE FARFEREACIR £ F >
YU IR 25 5 A V8, 1 PT T AR 78 R A HR ANk
CHZG T PE W R — 28 (EE X F R 25 AR 5 o 2
BT AR IR AE , PRI AE T A 58 438 B 7 238 TS g JRUS: 50
. BAE BN TRMEEE Y HEEEN
J&, Chan %" A7 A BUAS - IR 0 Hr (6 PE o PT 3R
JEHTZ W ASRE FH 25 W 5 ) 1 PACG IR 76 3. [F 40 ) 7 B2
1E2% 1168 3570/ HR F1883 & 70/0R , i ££ ] FH 25 W 45 il 1Y
AR 251 A 951 32 J0/HR 1839 SEon/HR, Wi 1) %
ZARBAEAR S5 W RFEIR 259 1, PT W 259 AR T PE
FAR REMENFARBHE TIEE,

EX-PRESS 5|t EI L AAE A B Bl g8 F A, 5 PE
FARIEAIEIT A A B 6 R 585 SR 3T 4 Ot 3% 7 %% 3]
PUFIHEZ . Nie %'V %t 34 32 PE B4 EX-PRESS 1Y
BEPAT T 3a BIBETT, 1.2.3a BT RS &5 5 N
91.2% .81.7% .78.3% , IR J& i AR {ij A9 28.43 +12.93mmHg
TREZR 15.35+4.02mmHg, 5 43 57 1E 1 77 B 2L 2K F 19
0.83 = 0.58( LogMAR) #5151 0.51+0.33 ( LogMAR ) , - %2
[ I K RE A ARHR E (5.8% ) (BT 55 FRML ( 2.9% ) FIHT A 422 fh
(2.9%) , BEFEMZE P47 T PE B4 EX-PRESS il PT
AYXT LT, & L PE BX& EX-PRESS (19 F A B [a] 55 48,
ARJGARHR R R FT 5 1Y & AR A, H G HA ™ H I &5
HABFIE ARG T AR S5
SABEIMNBEFTARMNMNMIOFER HICRBMNT
OFAR( minimally invasive glaucoma surgery, MIGS) AT E
FAN I & E KA AR S O 5 A A2 T Bk T
POAG 3GY7 . HEIS SRR F AR B G 1RI7 PACG i
B2 LT iStent /NEETE AL (trabectome ) FIINBE T BEIR A4
FEHEE ( endocyclophotocoagulation, ECP ) 2 A ., Hernstadt
LS YEAT PE 64 iStent 9 37 HR PACG & UEAT T 1a
HIFETDTWLEE, RJF 1a BYHR IR 2% F 25 01 b | F
AR R AT 3K 89.2% , F B Y I K& AE J2 T B 3K JE iStent
(27.0% ) FIHT B FRAL (18.9% ) . Chen 251" 4T 1 B LY
A 55 ) B 5 B2l PE A L BX 5 iStent TEARJG 1a HRJE
FHR JE & 08 05 18 G 48 1 2% 22 5. Bussel 257 X B £
Shaffer 732%/NT 2 (B HRAT Y S/ N TH AR AN PE BX5 /N
G Bl AR AT X AT, RIS 1a BAAlFT/NER T Bl AR
R FE MR T PR MR B R (42% vs 24% ) , AR TR HIZ5 T [ 20%
1B 26% 1 835 75 2 I TR KA PE AR AT 2D 80%
ARG 25 AL 2 BB E (4% ) T8t — £ F AR, ECP A
AR LAY B K A R, AT A 3t B R AR 25 4 TR Ot 3
FHF 15 48 45 Al R IR 26 3 iy PACG', H S
PE .GSL B 51897 PACG HYBUR H R 7E — B8 /NEE A (1 It
RIS 25 E ™ B4 — X T PE Al PE B &
ECP /97 PACG MYl PR 5% ( ChiCTR-TRC-14004233) 1F
TEPEAT, AT OEIR N 0 TR 5 PE B4 A A Bl
T DAL e T AR AR AR G I K AE , #EIR YT PACG
AN A & AN A R (AT B 25T
AL KB BEALXT BRIk 1 — 2 B8 UE I R RUR
4 FE BRI R A

WIERAE PACG My eht B &I AR, IB41T PE TR
LT AE, HR AR B ARG I A N, s 4T H
PR, RS AT SRR PR AR W2 KDLk , 2%
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B i W SR AZIR 5 ( clear lens extraction, CLE ) — B AEAE
i, IR 707 Z3EF PE 543 NERR) PACG
TS T RO HEWT CLE B3R 25, I T &bk
By fa AR LPT MZG W R Be st , N2 5 17 CLE; X} F
259 ml LI B PACG ANTEELHE— 210 WX T 259 A8
REFEHIAY PACG, AT L% JE CLE LK 75 OGHR 1 P9 B ik 4
FAR, Mo, A REEHEU, A4 CLE tnl LI
BRI AE™ . X T PACG™ FIl PAC™ 3  CLE "] 4%
REAICHR &, A8 it 5 6RO | I 2l 3% 15 M 25 A 45 20, Tham
AU T CLE 1 PT X F 2583 H AR CPACG 1YY
55, Sz R A AT IR v A I X (B AT 19%
i) CLE B EFEARIG 1a WK R ¥ 6 AR (ERZ T /R
YIBRFA, M PT AR5 HZG 8 /D (HEFFLZIEE L, CLE
FAREE FEVE—E TR BT AR A7 RE 75 X 55 A 2 A 1%
L5 /N GETIRE M T, FEAR 24500 T B A O B YE L
R T o i 3 DA B /N2 i et D) RE T AN 22 IR AR G, it 3 3
FRATVARME T B 3 FE R BR SR IG5 £ K 3K 26 . Brown
R\ N CLE 2/ Al e /N g i v TR 2 miflg, — 2 X
S5 e BNV BR AR S5 K A PR B A A R R e —
JEZATHY /N F ARSI A PR FAR AR, Hagid iy
YIRE 2325, 2016 4F—I0 2 RAECHINT JT) i) Z e
B REPE AL BRI (EAGLE) ™ 88— R R Gk b3 T
CLE F1 LPI B & 25697 97 AL, 45 3R WoR , RJ5 36mo,
CLE 2H n] D3k 3] 5% 49 R & ( CLE 21 % F 14 IR [ He
LPT 20K 1. 18mmHg) FI B D AR J5 FH 25 (0.4 Ff vs 1.3
Fivy i HA% 52 CLE (B & 5 Bk — 2 F R MR 1 1k
LPT ZHHAK (21% vs 61%) , B ARAVER N X 1mmHg A9 HE
JE B 22 (EAS R K A I R AL, {HX AR 7T RE 2 it 55 7
—FFhaEtisE T HARIR R BT S 80% . CLE 413t 2 £
BE KA ARG R S A X S o T
AR KA AL, R CLE AR IH 2% nl 52, Al
THVERTAY R | IZWF ST A8 N AR IE X G2 ik HE: T S 25 ol 45
( mean deviation, MD) /NT=15dB DA B AR LR T4 0.9
R, ELDR A 2 B8 4 ok R X6 T BRI 15 RE T A R
Ml AN A 50 %7 DL 13, R o T 75 O IR A b 28 400 3
A PR DA RO T R D R A e B R R U, LT 9 Y
GERIFARTE A, AN HIR ST £ B TR E RS
T CLE A3 &5 il AR %% 25 H (incremental cost effectiveness
ratios, ICER ) & 14284 % 8%/ & f 5% % i 4F ( quality
adjustment of life year, QALY ) , {HJ& iy T 3 95 [1] 28 5% &
B B IRKI A S S AN REIET IR E RS, D
BHES 1A K CLE 397 PACG LI BEAR i 4 78 F% [ #E
T BB b R & A A R OB IR 2R T B R R St
(2019 48) Y VR HEFE CLE 897 PACG 1930 BBl #fE ),
224K PACG HH % B e HERMER IR 8 BRI R
WAL eSS 6 2 PE FARKEMEHE BIEMWATIET
P15 Ab R
5 NG

KizlG IR R, PE F AR PACC & IFF H N &
FNAT T REREREAER , W T AR AT ]
W PE F AR T A SRR IR ET5 S5 M35 W & Bk
S BRI IR e Fs AR J5 2, 4T CPACG B,
D5 FA DI REE B E 22 32, R B e 7E 25 W 4 R A 1 1% O
T, T EBA UM TF ARG I F AR, B AR F AR I
RIERAEZRT S FARAG T A& (AR 1
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IR, 55 80, % TR & 9F B N BRI 8 2 0 2 S
CLE, #5707 (ML AR AR, R, PE K5 A AR 5K
R ERR A1 e S 2 v T o 1) S e BB ATL X R RS 3 5 A L
BEAEAFZE T PACG BT AL, i PR 52 B 4 A3 5 ] g Y
2%,
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