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Abstract

e Glaucoma is a global blindness - causing disease
characterized by visual function damage. Primary open
angle glaucoma, also known as chronic open angle
glaucoma, is not easily detected in the early stages of its
occurrence and development, delaying treatment. Early
diagnosis of the disease is helpful to reduce the rate of
blindness. In recent years, new progress has been made
in the diagnosis of primary open angle glaucoma,
including optical coherence tomography, deep learning
algorithms and biomarkers. This article will give an
overview of these.
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JE &M TT £ B0 5 G ER ( primary open angle glaucoma,
POAG) J&— g 1t | E e | A R A A A0 28 A0 1 s
2442 (retinal nerve fibers layer, RNFL) JE 2524048 | H.
PEAT A IR T K 58 5 I A e 2B HL R BARAE
A A X AR 25 5 20 D retinal ganglion cells, RGC) Jo Ho A
RFRAPAF I 2 ZE 45 . POAG BN Bl , %
HR I TH v o B A 4 28 T T, BE A 5 8 AN W 0 e R B
(visual field, VF) Wi /)N, e 28] S 80 7] 38 A0 ) 3%
KPR VE KA Z2 POAG A J1 6 b, (HI K
HBILRY VE SRR, B BUR POAG #EA T Rty
KT POAG -1 IT M BT | BRI R M AR 7
IR ECE A, BEERFABORI LR IL4ERXT POAG 1Y
BWIRE A TR T, A SO X POAG /Y FLI2 1K 9%
o i J LA B A 45 7 TR I 90 o SR A — 2k, DABI A I R
TAERHEZ %
1 POAG HI R Hi2 I
11 MEXESEEXRE  POAC FEEW F S B
FLK MR U3 Jay BRAE BT 878 LA S RNFL 72 3 45 3 2
AR, 62 M T Wi 2 3 4 (optical coherence tomography,
OCT) S A B AN [R] 41 22 18 s 3555 49 s S % 1 ) i 2 S 3R
Jer PR AL 110 ) RE A8 S 705 AL O 5 )2 T T 245 4 ) A 5
Peo BT EEAIRE AR TCH AR, © 8Tz N T
FAIRBHIOR IS A, JEAFA, OCT HR7E POAG HYHJY]
LWy s M E AR Poli %N FH ML OCT
(optical coherence tomography angiography, OCTA ) il £
AR HTREE IR 5 572 105 FI POAG S8 & TR 3L 3k A [
1M %5 % & ( peripapillary vessel density, pVD) I &, &
POAG 4 pVD i FHAL T IEH XTIl . A W52 £ W POAG
AR L1 K o BT 2H 2 it e o T B i A e A R AT B
PRy 4t 26 2F A A0 20 5 R Hirasawa 557 8 Bl o6 3 35k
OCT ( spectral=domain OCT,SD-O0CT) A AR ML 89 £
filt FEZ AR 0 89 (1) POAG B WLFL 3k J& Bl RNFL o
K] SD-0CT XI5 POAG W2 WiGe ), it 1158 21
H TAER M (receiver operating characteristic, ROC) HEAD
AT A (area under the ROC curve, AUC) LI N EAN12 MY
RACEFIR S A B - 10 B2 ALK S il RNFL 00 4
21K AUC xR (AUC=0.924,95%CI:0.875~0.958) , Uk
AR RS0 0.92 F10.94, ROC IR H E PR
OB FEE A8 fr il 2, AT P ke 927 R S e R BURR A 22 1)
MFHE IR . ROC M ZAE S — Bl ey | 2 1 3 4 12 Wik
A RO et L Z F2 Wil 5 2 W i 6, AUC
DRy H ok b 2 Fhs Wl 56 92 W 8, AUC B
1.0, RSB FLS2 BT v, LIRS S AL L Sk S
RNFL "] {4 2 POAG 1A RUE1E

Bruch & JF 10 - # ¥ &% /D T8 ¥ ( Bruch’s membrane
opening—minimal —rim width, BMO-MRW) 38 M Bruch IR
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TF 103 P AR I E e R L RS2 IR JE R
AP B2 2 - B (retinal pigment epithelium, RPE ) £
PRI, v L3S N 2 00 it 2 e RNFL AR #F 52
NG BE B OCT K2l T 138 44 52 ik # 1) BMO -
MRW FIHFL K & RNFL S 2EASG P & %F POAG HYi2 Wik
fit, 450 /R BMO-MRW (1) S Pk A Rs S5k 40 0l
77.5%F1 84.2% , i A8 FL 3k J& ] RNFL %) S Fi g S5 1
53R 82.5% F1 89.5% ; WAL 71k 114 BH 4 it il £ 4 531)
}0.91% 11 0.94% , 31 FMAE 43 314 0.64% F1 0.70% ",
X ezt LR B BMO - MRW L F 7~ 5 00 7L 3k 4 Rl
RNFL X} POAG #H[E @2 Wifie J1, o — i, =& H
SD-OCTHYSE FI M T POAG B HHNEH 2 E WL
Sk JE BRI E IR 8 = 2 R R B AR B (retinal volume, RV) A1
ALK JE B —4Ef) RNFL, 2R BE e b iR~ & X POAG
B2 W HERG R A, B RV BPRE A LU R Be R 5
7R POAG I X BB 2524 T A el 28 7T DU B OCT
ARSI & L, 3% H POAG By B2 W4 it 7 55 £
e

1.2 EWMXPEREE & K20 5 b BB AR, 7E
POAG #1] % L7775 25 ¥5 BE IX I 1300 108 30 o A 1 ik A |, 35 B
DX BT R IR B B, A B AH S B4 6 A % T 3 % B POAG
HEBEMHBIER" . Penteado %' & B OCTA #; £ ¥
BEX. 6mmx6mm A VERGPEZ . 3mm X 3mm B 5%, A iERAY
JELFSE N BN EE T OEE BE AR 2T 40 i 9 AR 2 R
(macular ganglion cell —inner plexiform layer, GCIPL) Fl1#¢
BRE DX A5 B R 2 S S, R BE 2 8T POAG I,
GCIPL J5- 15 B S AR F BT A % B 24 i 3 i s 280
52 AR, Xu 221 % 367 1] POAG % (511 168 4,
FREE 78 ), WA 121 9] |52 9 v HR RRE SR .59 191 C/D
Ly K B3 RN 225 44 fd B A2 3K 3 4 i R B GCIPL il
RNFL #1712 Wi B 19 b8, 453 7R GCIPL F1 RNFL
1 AUC 4351124 0.899 F10.952, 7 X 4+ L POAG 5 1F %
F T OCHR A] B8 22 6], GCIPL J& 3 ELA B Ui fUs vk Fn
S, MREIIX AL Z RGC Z LN MIRZES
FRAPZ T MR 1K ( ganglion cell complex, GCC) ,
JEHR AT RGC 4 FIl RNFL 28, M1 330 GCC L AL
g HIR R EHEIX. GCC X POAG Wit E i T
WL KA GCCM™ 53 —T5 T, Verticehio 55 FI ] SD~
OCT LA T 8 B X — 2 {R B S BOR W 2Lk 8 Bl — 4
RNFL JEEEXT POAG i2Wite 71, 45 Won 42 3mm, 4k
£ 4mm FBHEIX GCC MBI B Y2 Wt fE 5 4 RNFL
AL, B e A S 2, ML AR5 AT L& B
X FHEBEIX GCIPL 5 GCC J& B {E /Y el 78 th /2 5 1] POAG
KRB —REGS,

13K BEREGHRXNEXEE R BEA TS
P (8], POAG A i B2 ¥ B ke S it K2 LA & g 2 TR
R, AT HRIE KB OCT P59 A0 L 3k & 16l fhk 265 At J g
(‘peripapillary choroidal thickness, PPCT) Xf POAG H.f Ik
EHhERIZWIEE " . HIFSE A BT POAG 275 5
kL BT 25 A AR R A7 T A SEHE 5T, Pablo 257 il
FHHSR OCT (swept—source OCT,SS—OCT) Al T 135 {4
POAG 5 1 86 2 {824 1) PPCT 4558 &3 . 5 ik
ZARE A, 5 OCHR BB PPCT A8 W, B I 2 70 8 | A1
BRI N BE, XY SS-0CT 1l fE & PEAl ik 4% B
JEREAR AL A AT T L 3 HLnT RE AR UE 75 6 IR 2 W7 1 246 oh

T HE, B AT, Kojima 267V 3@ it B4 OGR VR %2 OCT
(enhanced depth imaging OCT ,EDI-OCT) B AN Ik 28 s 1.
A R B 5 DX 3G 45 ok — B MG, ARBCT AL Sk JE] Bl An
BT K2 %, 38 5k BAAR RN 22 e [ A 43 B 2 fik
KRS N DG RHR AR R Z Rl R 45 R R B
BRE fok 285 F 1 R 5 A 6 R AR gl B =2 [R) A 7 R Ok
{A7E POAG &, WLFL Sk J] Lk 248 s 1 A5 45 A g 1 =2
AT MG, DL EFFR W POAG & 9w it A7 78 Tk 4%
FETEZS LA RRAE | (E TR R S5 ARG 8 A 4 5 B e — B 4R
R

UTAF R AE T IR R P Rl R v | Ja el P A e 483
EAMA S T2 E MR, Zwillinger 252 FHiZ 6
HEH A 38 R RS BEAHBILXT B T e B 372 13 1 POAG (3%
HTR AR FLIEAS , & 05 {d e 52 10 E A L, POAG BB 3 1)
ML 3K, B LR 2 ) A 2R, X
LRz 6 R B 3 7 5 B A A A P 2 5 IR AR L T
AT AT P AT T OCHR A T, I o A I 4R A4
BB, A R R L3 T SD-OCT 5 SS-OCT Wi
BRI L Sk 25 F 4 RE 1, 45 R /s SR A Ry %
TRJZ L FL K S5 RS R AH 2 {0 SS-OCT 1 LU 2| 3 K
TR A O A T R T 1 L 9 — T, Lee 26 FIF SS-
OCT FE AT He T G A R BE A A i >R %031 POAG Y
IR AR BE RN A R 8 B AUC 4391 R 0.784 FiI
0.921, DL 57 3 WIS I 4% AR () 558 BE 0% 17 % 0 £ %)
POAG 2 Wi A M E K FE 5
1AMRBEENEXKEE 0 A PG A GEE I
A D) I TR A 228 T P 20 B 2 A T R T T A el AR A T
AR W it 5 A B A MAE I & LA ( visual
evoked potential, VEP ) &40 P JIE 32 K] TE al [N G il U5 | 76
P RS A& R LG B, 43 B A% VEP (lisolated —
check VEP, icVEP) # A F 22 H F K i RGC 8 il 1) K
20 Al G A T RE . Xu %5 H5E T 90 il POAG i
F1 66 24 fEFEXTREE TR icVEP X POAG 12 Witk
fit, 45 & 5 1E W 2 & A H, 03 O IR % 1 /Y
AUC 7 0.801 (fBUEE S 0.933, 4 etk 0.697) . £
VEP ( multifocal VEP, mfVEP ) AJ [a] i il 3 400 ) JIE€ g 22 4~
BRI X He 2 H A AT, BE S B R TR AV A9 RGC I BE
Danyaei /%F[ZHEE%T mfVEP X} POAG HJIZWrBE 11 ,%%Zi‘
B mfVEP 280512 W R U 2 [0 B B Ak, DL
WFFE 4R B B VEP AHSCKE I T B X 1 POAG 1912 Wi
W T BT

Z AL R FE, (] ( multifocal electroretinogram, mfERG)
T [ S 4198 22 i, DX 858 1 400 D) B 2 R O 114 ) RE b T e
FWF 5N mfERG £ BY T POAG W2 W, 55 5 & 5
GCIPL K45 b 45 A i FH S, 4 00 5T DA 6 A0 1) B e, &
(full-field flash electroretinogram, F—ERG) 19 BH 4R 1 52 i
( photopic negative response, PhNR ) f&7F BHE b 451 T,
FEOGH N AT R TE 1) b IR0 s B ) B A T 24 0%
VETS SoVE R BOERT  PhNR S B 38 Kk A R AR 4
PhNR 7T LLVE A R ITEAS 6 IR B RGC ) i 1 A7
FHTH™ . Cvenkel 257 4535 T 7E B POAG 415 {d
iR 4H 2 8] B ERG ( PERG) F1 PhNR B9 4> #EfE f1. 7
ERG 24, PhNR M B A6 5 B IR RN IE 5 % B4 2 ] (1) X
Sl R A G, AT BEE R AR POAG B9 AUC R4 51 R
0.90 1 0.86, PhNR/b i L 78 1l BE 5 6 R A% 01 2L 3k J& ol
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RNFL(r=0.61) FI#HE RNFL(r=0.76) J5 3 2 [a] o
SRS, 7E R POAG B FH A, 3Lk JE [l RNFL 5
PhNR #&0E (r=0.71) #1 PERG P50 $E & (r=0.67) %7 %
A, Z4E U, PhNR % T 12 M POAG 7] fiE &
A H AU AR FE bR, XIS R L A P
FHOCHS A BE A% S e L3 POAG 5| 3 1t 400 90 Jiss kg 18 4o 22
BR B AR (A5 A S A G A Wi F 2R S
LW R HERG T

1.5 MEFHEXWE  VF SBUE T OCIR B3 o R I
IRFEIZ —, BRI AL G RIbRUE B SR 0 0 e 2 it
Tei] 01 10 AR A REAR B 3R 5] L 30 POAG i ZhBERA "
FEAT AT A6 2r (frequency doubling technology , FDT) H 318
B AS ALY 4G A o EL AT L) % B AL B U A BE S, Horn
AR A AT FDT AN HR € XA 4G A (flicker
defined form, FDF) #ill T 72 fi] POAG % #1 50 4 {dt
ZRE M VE L, 2558 88 FDT M FDF VF K45 (1) 73
B AR S B A 06 (r=-0.85,P<0.001) , 7E 5.1 POAG
B XF FDF RS R 0.65, % FDT AR 40.60),
X} RNFL JEJE 98U K 0.60, HE S48 0.95, x4t
LERZEW] FDF A FDT o] T 4 I 510 POAG, #4545 &
RNFL J& B FfLH b — 300 VF A6 19 45 5%, 7T LU fin 534
POAG B ERIK R 55 —J5 1, Perdicchi 45 i FL 4
POAG & VF Al GCC #7223 s ik A1
RIS &P VE BL5 OCT i & BLEY GCC BRG]
TEAELE RN  56 22 , IX 478 VF B30 Hr Al BE X K6 I —
SE R kB B A FE R AN (A, X SE RS R BN VEF K A 4
AR b B 7 X BERS & B POAG A T RE Rk AE
1.6 ALRWHEXRE T4k, W5 LM POAG &
F AR KNG Bz ST 4 4 IR R RN T RE Ak s | HL X s
165 POAG Ry =B EAG — EAHLMED ) Ersoz %1
F FHRE 36 3% ( magnetic resonance imaging, MRIT) $ A i il
T 28 fil POAG i3 1 26 24 5 37 10 5 I il 42 EL AR N
AMU B AR A4 B (lateral geniculate nucleus height, LGNh) |
2 & I LGNh 5 POAG B3 1Y RNFL JS 5 2 [A] B
BRI, 2, A B & B POAG 3 1Y BR )
RIS Ty B 328 18 M 5 5 1A AR 1) g ) 2 s PR el Ay | X
T i P2 A0 Ak W) BE 5 RNFL B oA M D 55— )5 i,
Fukuda %5 328 136 T K Z (098 BT 22 An {1k MRT
ARAG M F] Brodmann ( BA) 17 18 .19 X 1 JK 5t 25 B | & R
POAG fE & T LT B J2 0 K J5 2 J3E 3 PR AR, 5 A 22 48
PR DI G, X SIS /R POAG AT S 30K i A1 5&
LI S AR | T SRR RE TS AN POAG AU Wi 35
b, I T5 ZEHE— SRR

1.7 REZFIMEXEZE  REY > (deep learning, DL)
JRF N T2 2% 5%, 3 B 097 87 AU i it
54>, DL AT A K245 IR i 2 i R on 8
PERBIEL 2 HFIE &2 T IRAE B AR AR B 00 &
JEIUNGR D AR IZ G5 M Ok T A, LAk
BRERIRFE 2 S BEAE W2 T POAG i s T
PAERPEHA  Muhammad 255 35 H 2 R 4 25 ) 4% 28
M\ OCT HH4 1 B R B B & 14 4 A - FH Bt AL 2R AR 43
FERAVN GRFE T X SO R AR | DL POAG #0475 B A7
T, S5R B ILFNIR A DL Jy B 7 X 4318 5E 1) 7T 5% AR Fi
I POAG J7 1 A T b5 ME 19 OCT A1 VF I IR 48 45
Jammal 45 L EE T IR £ 5 5 DL 8 gk i IR I8 A
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X POAG i2Wr i 22 51, 25 5 /R AL# DL B89 e 4G ) ]
EEERERPE LA S T, XS R DL &
BT 2 POAG EA KA TS

1.8 EMIRICWHIEERE 5 A D0 MRI H kLK
1 % (diffusion tensor imaging, DTI) 3K H 1% 508 44 2 A%
fif ) A 2T el A AL S8, R AN DL 2 bl
2223 % POAG BBE FIEERE Z i 5 1Y BA X 2Z (8] [ 41
Y W EAT 438, KB POAG A K 5w
(BA19) ,#H( BA10 /BA46/BA25) FIiCAZ ( BA29) AH 11
M X IR R L I ST B R A P AR )
Tkt 14328 SR A YR W 1 FIEAS I POAG Hr A i
OSSR I A IbRIE . 55— 5 I, Atalay 25 K50 T
POAG HE SIEH AR FARAR I E di4: % D, 44
% BI12 MR \C BN AR RN L0 3 K, & 30 oA 4k
Z D 7E POAG A TRHAL, BLoh, A fiiE R POAG &
HE P YEd R D K S5IEW EH L H 2 F % B TR
JKFEAE POAG w5 R 3 1) AT 22 710 SR,
Ayyagari 25U IMTE 4E A R D K FEAEM ] POAG B
R KO B R B XSO SE 45 R e B 4k & D AT 4R
1 POAG WY EWIFRIEY) .

Kurysheva %7 F F % (0 £ 3% 8 545 AR VAR T 7
W1 POAG 3 R HB 1f 37 3h F1 24 28, TR sk OCT #6:
T GCC F1 RNFL 25 M KAn e 45 S 80, & BUHR B 1l 37 30
T BHN R T 45 S5, X RITCIeREE 0 2
POAG &7 (14 J5E PR 1 S 235 1 i) R 50 1ML 97 5 Ko 09 32
Wr POAG #B EL A = B /93 f1. L 4b, Ovono AR IR
POAG & MK P BRIk 2 FIE W 24, B
5 POAG Wy E B A MM, DL EMFR UL POAG &
S B AT e L SR O AR AL, A AE ARG A rh
ST REFE AR SR AR | X BEARL AR AT T E BN R 12 Wi
POAG UK HE
2 POAG Hyi# BiEfh

1E POAG Wik B2 v 0 FH A4 22 T00 45 ) 5 2 6 A0 AR G

BRI POAG & JRFR A — E ARG, Rt AT ok
PEH POAG HEREIE LY Park 45" & Bl POAG &3 M
L3k JE R F B 2L 3k IR Bk 45 B Il 45 % BE (vessel density,
VD) BRI T BE XTIE AL POAG 0B Sl 4t i e U i — &2
YERL, TRRERT, Vidas"" IA 5 RNFL ML, GCC S50 R
WL (4 7 Y IR 0 6 7, 2 T R G IR R R A O 4R
bro S—J7 M, A 25 P2 ]SRS40 bt & AR 1%
B R C/D & POAG WUET Bldil HE i i T 45 b5
A, Ramezani 257 %% BUAH HO 3 T 187 BA A £ 1k 01 U1, h 4%
2 by R KOS R LAY BN TN AR 22 AT 2R BT 475 1
POAG S RE T ARIH VF 1550, 8 i RIS
B & BRL TR A 1 A 34 e 4 SR A BT A B 4 b 5 R [ it
W VF 2500 A KB 34 B A BFos R
AR BT RE S R i AG I 35 6 IR A 0 R | 38 1 Th B el s i =
UL B S B RS R ] UAR G T POAG HO R | A
PR IR YT HRALEE F
3 POAG W&

IR Y00 2 2 L %) 757 I IR B 8 T, L AT AR IR, 3
REEES ) Lee 2500 X LA G HR A H 9847109 —1k
A X LU RE A BRI AL M A PE IR L 32 FH DL 43 2848 A
AR FRAS P F ARG I RNFL 538 s b1, e AUC {4 0.939,
25 AR RIZIAE 53 M H AR T AR T POAG Y LI i 4
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52 AU, Al-Aswad 557 3 TR (IR K I8 IR & ) —
Aol DL AR S I A e 58 S50 7 JHG 8 Ay s e 7 D1 R A 40 el
SR RFEWEE TR, JIEZ, HAETE POAG fiidr )5
THT R RIF 5 R 22 ML T AT O 45 A A A 1) 380 23T
4 INE

SRR 2% 2 R S B30k LA SR Y 1 A W ic W 2
T POAG R 12 Wi ORI , POAG TR0 ) 4] 14 7 £ g
FIIIRAT R b v o T3 XA O SCHIR B [0 o 5 G 4 B, B
Z I REARS 45 B M 454 2 5001 T U3 POAG b,
XELFRBRAR N POAG 1Y R H AL T AU Re 1) UL A, (H &8 4317
AR SR S Bkt FRATAT ATEAS 52 0 SR8 K
SPERITEOL T R — S Ep SR S5 0 I g
J5 B E A 8 2 A S LUV RER = POAG
SR K-, ARAR BEAE FHOCHIE 58 B AN WA 7EARN I 1Y
AR NZEXT POAG (92 BT M 6 B RE J1 & 5 b — AV
abr.
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