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Abstract

e AIM. To compare the clinical effects of FS-LASIK and
ICL implantation.

e METHODS: From January 2015 to January 2020, used
computer to search the clinical contrast test of FS-LASIK
and ICL implantation published in CNKI database,
Wanfang database, Chongging VIP Chinese Sci tech
journal full - text database, China Bioligy Medicine disc
(CBMdisc), Cochrane Library, PubMed, MEDLINE and
other databases, using rev-manb5.3 statistical software for
Meta-analysis and statistical processing.

e RESULTS: Totally 11 studies were brought into the
analysis, including 673 patients and 1 301 operative eyes.
The results of Meta - analysis showed that there was no
statistical significance in the safety, objective visual
quality, spherical equivalent degree, cylinder, diopter of
correction, trefoil aberration and coma aberration of FS-
LASIK and ICL implantation after operation, but there was
statistical significance in the effectiveness, total higher-
order aberration, spherical aberration and contrast
sensitivity of FS - LASIK and ICL implantation after
operation.

e CONCLUSION: Compared with ICL implantation, the
total high-order aberrations and spherical aberrations of
FS-LASIK are larger, and the contrast sensitivity is lower.
The ICL implantation has more clinical - effect superioity
than FS - LASIK, meanwhile it has reversibility and less
complications.
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B WA [T 2t
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