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Abstract

e AIM:. To assess the clinical efficacy of
phacoemulsification, intraocular lens implantation with
goniosynechialysis ( PEl + GSL) for acute angle closure
glaucoma ( AACG) and cataract with extensive angle
closure synechiae.

e METHODS.: A retrospective study, we studied 35 eyes of
32 patients with AACG and cataract in our hospital. The
extent of anterior chamber angle - closure synechiae was
defined as an eye with >180°. All patients underwent PEI+
GSL and completed an ophthalmologic examination
including vision, intraocular pressure (IOP), anterior
chamber depth (ACD), angle-opening distance( AODy, ) ,
trabecular-iris space area (TISA,,) were observed at 1d,
1wk, 1mo and 3mo after cataract surgery. The angle
closure range and retinal nerve fiber layer ( RNFL)
thickness changes at postoperative Tmo and 3mo were
observed, and recorded complications.

¢ RESULTS. Postoperative 3mo BCVA (0.334+0.154) and
IOP (14.63+3.59mmHg) were improved compared with
preoperative (0.914+0.290, 42.54+8.06mmHg) (P<0.05).
ACD (3.203£0.214mm) , OCT angle parameters AOD,, and
TISA;,(0.308+£0.014, 0.315+0.015mm, 0.134+0.013, 0.139+
0.018mm?) were significantly increased compared with
preoperation. The extent of angle closure with gonioscopy
(72. 32 + 28. 33°) decreased compared preoperation
(215.29°+ 30. 66°), and RNFL thickness thinner than
preoperation ( P<0.001). Changes in AODgy, and TISA, for
both nasal and temporal were negatively correlated with
IOP, but not with changes in ACD, and no significant
complications occurred in the 3mo after surgery.

¢ CONCLUSION: The treatment of PEI+GSL can improve
vision, deeper ACD and effectively open ACA in the early
stage, thus controlling I0P.

e KEYWORDS:: acute angle - closure glaucoma; cataract;
phacoemulsification; goniosynechialysis; optical
coherence tomography
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FOGIR B2 2K A B0E MEIR P ™ 1 A2
Lo fgE BE, 20tk M B35 L HR (acute angle — closure
glaucoma, AACG) J&— i 58 K IR B 200, [l B R AE AT &
S R NI RU R R AR (TR Ol 2B R B U B S il
<180° A B SR IRTR MY AACG 83, A 74k
A T NS B T R N NI 1< NN S 7= B B N
( phacoemulsification, intraocular lens implantation with
goniosynechialysis , PEI+GSL) R 479 % R FE 508 B 8 KK
JZ AT R B ARG 4 OGP Y R = 180° 1Y OB IR &
FEENEEE , TR X MAATERIL, A25E EREiT 8
ANREUIGEAR AT AN BT R WA A D E Rk
R FLACIR A/ N DIBR AT (R SR 2R S5 I K AE AT
B2 PEI+GSL AL F-ARERAE R 2 BI04 X/,
AT LAk A 08 TR T R IR A, AR SO IR e 2018 -
01/2019-06 YiG 1Y AACG & F FH N B B & 32 1] 35 HR,
B F R 1 G A Y 7 B 24 = 1800, BT A R 35 94T PEI+GSL,
BT
1 X &MTTE
1.1 345 ARCR AR ST, BEE 2018-01/2019-06
B2 T8 2 BEAEpe o — W s B B R B AACG &N
BEREH, W ABRE: (1) Fr A B ARG 1N R
AACG" 2 Wiz ; (2) B 2 F S L 259 R Rkt IR 1
Pl e BUABE BN (3) r M Tz D ARG E (=
180°) , Il ~ IV 7 ffy , IFLKAREL L <0. 6, 1 FL M 5 (4)
N B AZ AT T ~ IV 2%, f% £E 57 1IF ¥ /7 ( best — corrected
visual acuity, BCVA)>0.3(LogMAR) , HEBRFRUE: (1) JEfE
FLBHA B F OG5 (2) A Q140 5 A4 A8 L TR L AT A
OGS ; (3) WIS B A 08 1 P A B OE IR 5 (4) ™
e B AT T AR BOR A 5 (5) R B 22 B 15 2% 1K
SRR EE AN TE R AR 32 1) 35 B, Hrh 5
12 5] 14 AR, 2 20 1] 21 BR - ¥74F 0% 69. 14£8.97 2, Ao
G BT ARMTFERITHE N 3.47£1.58d, T A BA %
L R ARl e B 5y 2 A
1.27% ABESTRNESGGEREZYIRITE,
IR 4267 21mmHg LT, FARY o R — 2860 F 5 19 £4E
BEIWSE L, AR 15min 25352 75 FEAL A T HR v Hic i, R
FHER TR B AT - DA IR W 5 A7 2 T BRI, T 10: 00 {3 £l
2. 2mm & A A T, 9FF 2:00 3235 BH A S Bh D) 1
P3R4 50 37 B B R 4, I IR B, B AR 2
5.5mm [ SRR T BRI TE 3% . 5T 50K 4y B, i FL T
Sk T R4S AT UL P LA R B R Tl R R A B T il
JCIR R, PR AR R AT A G P BT
AEPRAA K T AR ) 22 B 48 TE A7, T 08 86 95 i 6 T
% EL R BRI 4 R, Y I 5 1 360° D48 T A SR L4y
D5 A, PRI B Sk Ol R 52 07 48 8 T T AR V58 00 5 5
£ TE W A R R R BB TR IR 2 A B R M KA IR T
AT E A, KRG TIEH KRB L ZHER
Hi ZER AN MR VBT TR, 1wk i 380 3% TR 9 38 W 0, R B
% 3mo,

SR FH B B 7R X6 5O ) 2 A A R TR T 45 o s 1Y)
BCVA(LogMAR) , IR R A Goldmann R i1 & , & 3
UCHCF- Y, A D i 2 i W] — 24 RS i, ARAT RS
Imo AT MG A AT . TEME % P il — 2 K A & T B A

e —

E1 OCT TEAaLHE,

BEAT b5 FOULEEIT i s 4 Jil B A VAL G R 1R O, P 55 # 220 &
EiCs% ., FBALSHMRYE Scheie 09k - 70 2% ¥ R 78
5y, 78 1 REE TE FR Ay SR AA AT, 7 1 . BB S DA
2, e E BTN RN, V. BB B8N aEF
Schwalbe 2%, WIES T 5 A H WA ok &, A
ST I B O 25 A0 T W )2 $3 i (anterior — segment optical
coherence tomography , AS—OCT) ¥ /ij J5 ¥R ¥ I 1if 5 £ Kl 1%
T — L m At B 2% B2 0T PR 2 A7 R 1, 75— 3L
[7i) Bt e L) i DX AR PR i P SR AR MR I FE s =
N5 A M 2 BOEL TS P 1 55 IR JE (anterior chamber
depth, ACD) - 5% Ay 25 11 51 b bR 4 17 2 1 1) B9 5 s 1 O F
JCHE B (angle—opening distance at 500pm,AOD,, ) RN
g2 I 500pnm FYTLIE N Ze b A 5 PE A S5 ILIBEZE 1
ML, T A SEZEL N EL LTI B 55, AB FE B
A AOD; /N B2 0T 5 T A (trabecular — iris space area at
500pm , TISA ) + 1 IR 2 e T DL PN T 4 4 o —
11, AOD I ZAR 1 53 — 311, WA 25 42 5 T R R I 88 2% 1 Jor
PB4 X 3 A TR AL ED A TISA, WL 1, SR AR K R [
O AR 3. 46mm BUFRIE A0SR BT A SR R
B 25 £F 4 JE 1 (retinal nerve fiber layer, RNFL) J& JE{H ,
i HUMREE A0 i 3 BT 448, 4 ) 6 (8] PR Smin, W
AT ARG 1d, 1wk, 1 3mo ) BCVA HRFE | i R
JE, S S0 55 A T R R /N BT T A RIS 1 3mo
By A A G L 458 RNFL A KAE & AR 1B

GEiT2# 50 >R F SPSS 22. 0 AR T 48140, 1T
HEPORER A Shapiro—Wilk K 30 UE 245 1IE A 701, Hor 22
FEHEM P>0. 0557 F 2 R A B e AR i 22 (X s ) R,
K E Wt 7 22 3 0, 2 8 LU BCR T LSD— K 3, 5
SEOH MR ] Pearson 1565048, LA P<0.05 HEFA
Gt X,
2HR
2.1 FARHI/3 BCVARRIE.FFAXHEEM ACD LL%&
FARTIG BCVA W ZRAHITFRE L (F=39.717,P<
0.01), RJF1.3mo S5ARJG Iwk 82 R LG H% 5
X (1=4.300,P=0.606;:=13.453 P=0.949) , RJ5 1mo
5 3mo W R G2 E X (1=9.170,P=0.100) ; F
AT A IR F 5 22 5 Go it 2# 5 L (F = 260. 406, P <
0.01) ,ARJ5 1wk 13m0 5ARJF 1d ML, 2R TG E
X (1=0.392,P=0.696;1=0.496,P=0.621;t=1.541,P=
0.125) ,KJ5 1.3mo 5ARJG 1wk HEZ R LG T4 E X
(1=0.104,P=0.917;1=1.149, P=0.252) , RJ5 1mo 5
3mo WWHR2E R AT L (1=1.044,P=0.298) ; F R
HI G 55 M TGl He 3 22 S A e i b4 3 L (F =370.594,
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F1 FAREIF BCVARE.BRAXHASEEF ACD LL& xXxs
st ] BCVA(LogMAR) AR (mmHg) B A GG R () ACD(mm)
P Nl 0. 914+0. 290 42.54+8.06 215.29+30. 66 1. 628+0. 177
AJF 1d 0. 606+0. 255" 16. 31+3. 60° - 3.191+0. 220"
RIF 1wk 0. 4060. 185™° 15. 89+2. 67° - 3. 188+0. 232°
ARJG 1mo 0. 383+0. 194™° 15. 77+2. 63° 66. 09+24. 99° 3.191£0. 219"
ARJF 3mo 0. 3340, 154™° 14. 63+3. 59" 72.32428. 33" 3.203%0. 214
11:°P<0. 05 vs RHij; “P<0.05 vs RJfF 1d,
x2 FAUSESKIR RNFL EELLE (XS, um)
Bt 1] T H B AN
AR A 141. 143224 142 135. 106+30. 267 81. 657+15. 879 67.781+22. 243
AJG 1mo 98. 600+18. 146 88.196+22. 131° 70.571+10. 898° 61.281x14. 037"
ARJF 3mo 92.943+15. 628" 86.791+17. 030" 68.002+11. 087" 58.983+10. 021°
F 67. 060 62.762 22.074 19. 052
P <0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001 <0.001
1 .*P<0. 05 vs RHI,
®3 FAUNEERSHILE X%s
i ) U AOD 550 ( mm) LM AOD 55 ( mm) B4 TISA 500 ( mm®) B TISA o0 (mm®)
A 0. 123+0. 046 0. 119+0. 039 0. 029+0. 009 0. 032+0. 010
ARJ5 1d 0. 314+0. 018" 0.306+0. 017" 0. 1310. 013" 0. 13920. 015
ARG 1wk 0. 313+0. 016" 0. 307+0. 010° 0. 132+0. 012° 0. 141+0. 013"
AJF 1mo 0.313+0. 014 0. 308+0. 012" 0. 134+0. 014 0. 139+0. 014°
ARJ5 3mo 0.315+0. 015 0. 308+0. 014° 0. 13420. 013° 0. 139+0. 018*
F 170. 005 163. 071 487.129 439. 052
P <0.001 <0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001

. P<0. 05 vs AR,

P<0.01) ,RJ5 Imo 55 3mo HWEZEF LG ¥ X (1=
0.562,P=0.576) ; FARHIJG ACD I ERA G FE X
(F=327.924,P<0.01) , RJ5 1wk, 1 .3mo 5K 1d 4
ERHGHFE X (1=5.876,P=0.885;1="7.465,P =
0.972;t=6.676,P=0.612) ,RJ5 1 .3mo 5AKRJG 1wk L
ERTG I FE L (1=6.007,P=0.878;1=4.076,P =
0.633), RJ5 1mo 5 3mo LA 2R I8 XL (1=
6.233,P=0.876) , WL¥E 1,

22FRAIEEKMR RNFL EEFMEASHIEER FAR
HIJG 4 2B RNFL JRE L 2 R WA G # & L (P<
0.001) , RJF Imo Fl 3mo = & &b WA ] Lb 45 2% 5+
WGt L (1=1.976, P=0.066;1=1.829, P =
0.070;¢=1.306,P=0.205;t=1.277, P=0.221) , L2 .
FARATIG 55 S50 B M FF M A AOD,, \TISA,, ) HL#
2R AGE L (P<0.001) . AJS 2 I [H] 55 f 2
B (CSRMUFIE M AODyy, (TISA ) 5 A HI HL 822 5 A
Gt 2F R () P<0.05) , 1A S5 25 B[] 50 96 P L 32 By
FSE( S MFBM A AOD,, \TISA,, ) 22 57 ¥ TS 11
(¥ P>0.05), L3,

2.3 RE3MoREACD TN ESERSHTHEMEX
MHH ARG 3mo B EA b &5 &M H M AOD,, .
TISA 2B Ak A7 7E A & (P<0.05) ; ACD 2Rk i 5 &
il i AOD,,, \TISA,,, 28 fb & 4 JCAH &P (P>0.05) , UL
%4,

1614

&4 AJE3moRIEACD 5EEASHENEMRXEST

B fl 20 A BRE AACD

r P r P
AU AODy,,  -0.491  0.037 -0.150  0.390
A Bl AODy,,  -0.431  0.031 -0.162  0.353
A I TISA 5 -0.392  0.024 -0.200  0.250
A B TISA,, -0. 387 0.028 -0.213 0.218

A IRE =AJF 3mo IRE-ARHATHRE ; AACD =K J5 3mo ACD-
AFii ACD;AAOD =R /5 3mo AOD-AKHI AOD; ATISA = R J5 3mo
TISA-ARRij TISA,

2.4 F%RE ARJ5 646 AACG BEIEAR)T 1d M
FE AR B, 28 2 A7 85 R b FE R AN AR VSRR 6 ¥/ d, 3% H 3d
Jei , 97 1wk J5 B A B A T A2 3 B R s s RS 2 6
3R BRI G Y, 2% A 85 2 Hh SE KA PR IRV
ISR 4 O/ d, BIFE A IR T 3 W/d T, RIS 1wk A
BB R, W0 BT e
3itit

T OGRR A PN R BOE R A R IR, A T R
DL A B R IR S RSO I ER | T LA P A AL T OB R
W AT T DR R SR R R E LIRS
A s O R Y IA R B S P AT LABER R Ry 4 A3 Sk
i) 2 1T A B 0 BT R B0, o IR AR BERAA | R iR
VL RURF d bR A2 IS A g, v i L BEL W R 3R 2 B A G



Int Eye Sci, Vol.20, No.9 Sep. 2020 http.//ies.ijo.cn
Tel :029-82245172 85263940 Email :1J0.2000@ 163.com

HH WL IR 25 @RI 8 KA B A OG . 5340, B fa
KM AN 3897 5 i A S AR [, % B £ O P K i
<180° 1) AACG & I 11 PN I 8 3, O i 30 et JIEE U I R
(laser peripheral iridotomy , LPT) E i — % & F 0 13 B 14 ¥
7 05 1T LG figt LRI | (H R il v Ll MR e i AT i F
FEN HARBIATT 1Y 5 b2 TR B IS IA N By
PE LPT Y 5 20 A BRSO A AACG (Il R AT iz
J7 ] LPT, 3k o A o0 B2 (0 B 7 T 10 Bl 25 & 95 R B0
2, 4 By F G TR = 180° T AR T Hl T3 2 i 7 A 1 U 7
JEIR AR AT BE s BEAIRYT AACG BTN BERF AR )y
XBLATNRUIGRA, FriR RGPS, FEEifT
PN TR 805 T A7/ NI R AR I 5
P FLAG A R R AN TR AR Hx SR AR
W SR T 5 AR IR s B B A8 38 e PR D8 e v i 5
ik PSR 1 i TR s o o B v 7 OIG HIR 45 A8 A T Y
IR ARE T MR HR AT S 80 - 5K B R R R, 53K
SRREAT BT (AR, 90 1) 08 3 96 194 J3 A T BB Ao Y a0 i
R,

UTAESK , PEL+GSL A - AR B 6] J 45 /1N | JF i 2
EARFE U AR OCIR Y 2067 B, Wl E 2
BT AR J 125 ) 0 A R R 3 DA B2 /N R T BE
RRAR R s s ELZ X T s AR RS 32 7™ 1 A A 3 HCR 2 AR SR
B2 HArEa o 50, ik — B HE5E PEI+GSL I R
TR AR AR, A SO DE S SO TEAR G 1d ##- 17
WAL, BT AR TR MG ARAR, B3E R S 3mo
BCVA BORHFTH 238, HAEARS 1wk Ik BIFaE ; R
FEJ& 7 IR R e A DR 3R R AT HIR T LA R PR
/X RNFL 945145 , R J5 3mo HRJE (14. 63+3. 59mmHg)
5 (42. 54 8. 06mmHg ) A L B f [ AR EL 42 il AH X0 F-
o, BV R G B B D Ul OGIR 259 1, 5 BT
WESTEE SR e 2= R 5T b R, RS
6mo A 18% B E N 1~3 AT SGIR 2459 10 H S
MR 42 R4 3 S A FE IR R 45 5 28 S 1) SR R AT g 5
ARG BEBOEL I ] sSAS [R], A BT W I (1A A G %
AR BB FEAT IR T A BILTR] o A B2 BRSNSt bRAA A o
J T RS A% T DA BEARAR TR 285 5 O AR A X BEAR AR
ISt I 5 22 51, 1 st 3™ 5k /N 32 B A1 Schlemm 45 4
5 03 1o BB A A B 75 R 35 D T A e R A5 il /)N
P FLIE O 308 375 PR 1A T Ef R P R AR /)N 2% o 24 A
A ML R -1 IR IR IR 5 | AR i A AR R AR AR
A 5T, AT /N 52 0 240 A B R R A, 190 s K U
Hjﬁ[l&’—ﬂ” .

HEHE H HT RS A P S5 A 5 s M= | B A B A e
bR (EL D A5 5 A I fih ] U IR AS TR TR 5 5 7K
Fe AL, RT3 0 73 R A VRE A 1 5 Bt R 2D | TS i
Begfi kg ] DL4R B 2 00 Y I 0 45 R R A2 ) B B
(ultrasound biomicroscopy, UBM ) Fll AS-OCT; 5 UBM ‘A~
[f], AS=OCT S EE A A , T L) S 98 R R0 o3 A, 1A
SRR TN 10 24T (1 UG 2 BR8P FLAL AR IS B A
SRS OCHGE B0, Ry T S Al B WS B AR TR
ATLAREAL Ry 3 7K Pl e SECE A 38U 5 £ (0° ~ 180°)
HEAT HOAE, PR R JE I8 R e R TR J2 G IR G S 2

A R S G E  Kasai %20 BATHNBEETF AR
106 il 84 150 IR SR IT 205 % fA AL, BF 5 S s ARV T
FEAAN 28 f gl ACD FlI/IN R AT 5 e £ R 5 2R i
RS P B A P A S P o DR 2R 78 s A HIR v 52 et AR
ARF B 1) 5 18 55 K 5 Nolan 55 AF 23 438 P £ AL 75 G IR AR
5 Tmo #40 AOD., BA HIF-E7H4 1 88. 2% , Lee 5> HF5Y
ARG 6mo TISA ARG F- B4/ 106. 25% , 7EABIFT
HRJE 1d ACD BRI R ANGE, A 1. 628+0. 177 3% i 1
3.191+ 0. 220mm, & fil] A AODy, A J5 3mo 53 i M
0.119+0.039.0. 123 +0. 046 34 £ 0.308 +0.014.0. 315 =
0.015mm, & i | 57 Ml TISA,, M 0.029 +0.009 ., 0. 032 =
0.010 34 % 0. 134+0. 013 0. 139+0. 018mm” ; Tai Z5">" #f 5%
BRGHNETRIGITE ARG Twk 50 501 AOD,,
Al J& 776. 6 +208. 4 858. 6 + 208. Opm, TISA,,, 41 5
67. 1+7.2.65. 8+7. 2pum’ , 15 H 78 8675 [ 500 HE & 0]
8, ARG R BTG B AOD,,, (TISA o 25K T 5, HLAA
SR A E— DA . 34, AR RNFL RS 2y
WMEIEIRZ — , K I A ARG RNFL J5 B2 BOR FT B .22
(P<0.05) ,iX A HE 5 ARHI AACG 2 1E K& AF T B AL W 5
M2 A R FE LK A O B e TR D7 30 5 T A 22
TCHT A A NTE, B LA RE R AU G/ N UT R TR i
Pl —E R BRI WASE T Z 2k i IR L ACD K5
ASBAEARIG S 1d A S B RS R A, B U5 391 5] B 6
1] 6 HR A BE K i 2 491 3 I Fif o 42 AE 8 A, o s ik ™
HRIE A 5 R 73— 2B 05T b 8 SRR A1 FE T 55 A
HAE R, AT IR K L ACD 5 155 M 2 503 A R 47 A1
KT, 45 R Bon , RJE 3mo BRFE(E A F 5 AOD,,
TISA ;o AU I 5, UESE T B A1 A RO 00 T HR TR A8 42
il 2] 2 T = R, H ACD IR 5 b3 M JF TS i
FHOCHE , 8 7R8 AJG PR PR T i 19 J 2, T RE 5 T AR
RNLEA A K, 5 ACD T, AMFFEE 8 55 A Ik
£ AS=OCT G M 4 #y it — HAIESE T PEI+GSL A5 i
Drimi ML, B f 39 58 , i MRAS BBl T AACG
iR AR R G R G AT BB A S TR T AACG I B 25
WK ER . AHEGEA R AE T Bl U7 s [ i 0 37 0 20 R 5 22
KA 4IRS

£5 LTIk, B PEI+GSLAYT T Z B MK Y AACG
B I N R R T DL I RN By, A e i
i S TE TR, DN 3 3] L A AR 1) R R RCR, .
S 3k
1 Romkens H, Hellen CS, Beckers HIM, e al. Early
phacoemulsification after acute angle closure in patients with coexisting
cataract. J Glaucoma 2018;27(5) :711-716
2 Uk BS, Hyun KK, Yeon LJ, et al. Long—term intraocular pressure
elevation  after closure

primary  angle treated  with  early

phacoemulsification. Korean J Ophthalmol 2018;32(2) :108-115
3 Solano M, Lin SC. Cataract, phacoemulsification and intraocular
pressure: ls the anterior segment anatomy the missing piece of the
puzzle? Prog Retin Eye Res 2018;64(9) :77-83
4w, Bk, EA. A FLBG B AR S/ NIRRT &
PET AR OEIR G A . EIBRIRBLR & 2019;19(3) :75-78
5B, skAE, £k, BAILANBERERG ) BRI
TR A B 5 1 0 B ARG YT P A BT DGR 5 1 11 N e i i R T
HOWLgE. PARIRBHEE A2k (TR 2014;4(6) :330-333
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