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Abstract

e Accurate target diopter is necessary for refractive
cataract surgery to achieve satisfactory postoperative
results. Although the measurement accuracy of ocular
biological parameters, the prediction accuracy of the

intraocular lens calculation formula, and the advancement
of surgical technology and equipment are constantly
improving, it still can be affected by pre-, intra-, and
post- operative factors. Some patients still need optical
products or even surgical correction for the occurrence of
posterior refractive errors. This article briefly reviews the
possible reasons and correction methods of refractive
errors after cataract surgery.
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HERR B TN BEAR TS B A5 i O B 2k B & A O gtk A
T ARAK (intraocular lens, I0L) B2 A0 RIS . 8 51
BT N B JS BA OREE h 803Kk 5E £0.50D DL
HHEOE<1.00D ", {5 B 2 B A 40 50 A9 AR5 AG 1 0 A AR
BRI, AR SEHOR G W EEiR2E, PR,
FI P B A 5 i JEARZS1E £0.50D LN & 40 72.7% , 1E
+1.00DLANIA 93%" . fBEJEDOCTF ARG 9 (H BB E A
J 5% BA AN IE 1Y He i B *}:frxiﬂ‘?%if+0 50D Al
+1.00D LA Y1 HL 45140 51l 61.6% Fi1 86.3% ", 1 B A
EF?&B&%%?%‘HUFF'EE‘J%%F%B@,@%%%EE%E%
A& AFTI A AKTHR | FAREAE AR DR )G I K AEAE,
WA B TR LG BT RBIE . A SRR T AR
I P B AR 5 S S5 22 77 A A R R HL A TE T3k A A DG SR
FERBHIE IR T RSS2
1 EWB&ﬁEEﬁ‘t’:B&%E’JE.
1.1 BERIKOR  ARHTE A A HR RO AT 552 i R 2K
HEYISEN & TR IOL J8 Ye i B aguErit:, AW
FEFAR B IR RS AT AE R 2 e W R,
529% 1 F PN B EB P A G A B T B B ) 1 R Y RS
FRUE 52 M) £ W 2 2R AT S S 4 S i, DT s o 300 2 #0 A it
2R (keratometry, K) i #ERfTE . Matossian™® % Bl B2 IR
AERR TG B & 2 K RGBT IS HOGHS A 74 L ]
SRR 529% F 24% ,68% (14 H 3 HOGIR ST MR & A E
T AR A5 R S MR RN RN, 2 5 e K I A o
e, ACRIARTR PR EE A I BRI (Lo R oo 0 D)
A EBEKM 55 OGR4 ) = OR T 7 2% A il
EAEMZE, AT HE S 2 K [E AR B BE (axiallength, AL)
O R 2 R AR B v A BT 3 3R TOL A &L
(effective lens position, ELP) ¥ 2l 28 F1 A YR M HOE 9 14
Ko BT AR AL I HAE A IOL JE Ot 1 AR R
HERME R AR, H i TR 4SRRI )7 B st , A TTT 52
M TOL J& iR e fa e M o bt , AR BRI T FEEAA it | fie
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FLad /s AR A I B SR B3 AR AR EXE S 25 5
AR IER 5, 2 R BORFHOGI K LA IE S GR 2%
12 RETEHMME K EM AL 2HZENRKAEY %S
., BEE IOL JEC A AR — 0 kR, Bk 2
S AT, Q0 HT 5 I BE (anterior chamber depth,
ACD) (B H AR FRIRERE A e i RS B2 4% . 1.00D
B K B EER 25 ] S EORJE 1.00D BEEIRZET D FHN
BEA G A AR A K I RR 22 229 BT
AT T A BT R 85 R K A& A A2, 40
FF placido FF ., Scheimpflug Jit # | %4 B 49 3wl 15 22 45
B, Davison % FFE 45 1 o, R 3L TR 2 P
) TOL Ji 't 77 R 2 0 530 14 85 R — 350 28 AR T A
AR TOL 6 22 S BRI A8 o A FAR v 22 T iy vk
RIFH AU 5 RIS, AN R R A A
FH R4 555 23 00 5t DX 48l 55 AN ] Al 2 5 3000 o 49 R A 22
S o DN AR IS 2R TH Y BIOCA B TR IR HIOE X
X F A A B4 IE A TOL ( Toric 10L) Y M & I H H 2
WFSE AR B, 2206 F I J 3R TET RO AT R v Ak TR RO i AR A
WO, W R P24 7.4°+10.3° 13 iR 22 0 BEA
AN J5 B Y B 45 AT K D0 6 FURE B LG X, AT LR
T AR HT LRI ) HERTE

W5, AL MR 22 B S 300 N BEAR J5 L)
AR HAI R 36% ", 1mm (1 AL #2274 2 3.00D ()
JEREIR RN I A A A A I SR A ] Y
FHARRE )2 N T AL Wi 3 JUAR 3 T 40002 A0 1 W
JE AR BB R A Yy SO iR R i — 2R T H
WEERE AL AR H R AMERTE ™, Huang 2517 055 2
7R~ , i Fi] TOL Master 700 ,0A-2000 F1 Argos Il & FH P 5 58
H AL, AL K R A3 R 97.08% 97.08% Fl 99.42% , 155
I0L Master v5.4 [ 80.70% 5 ( P<0.05) , J& 7L 44X
D25 AN A i 0 A IR o, AR P s A 0 8 Ty v o
RUER o AEAE ftebR AR T o ™ i RS R TR D Y A5
T, A @A A ANE, SURA Y SEON & —FUEd
e EOCTERY IR, XU AL 25 535 %) 0.2mm, W A5 H
PR 15 22 1 AT BB MR s SR AR B K (25 5% =0.4D, Il
AR5 B0
1.3 I0L BRATHEAXMEE A 20 it 50 £
Ko, TOL FHEA AT 2 FCHE | o 2 tho A 17 4
I0L A FZ 5 LTI : (1) 2T mIAPENFSE . 40 SRK
I A1 SRK 1T (2) 2T [ E PEATF 58 MBS 28 20, AR 3 BT it
AEr B H AT 43 Oy 2 7% & 3 30 (Holladay 1, Hoffer Q.
SRK/T.T2) .3 25t /A R ( Haigis) 4 25545 ( VRF) |5 78
/v 3 ( Barrett universal 11 ) & 7 Z8 /33 ( Holladay 11 ) ;
(3) #F A TH 8 Hill-RBF , Kane , Ladas Super Formula
RBF Calculator; (4) 3T Y6218 I : Olsen; (5) 2 F1E 4L
IS B 2 35 52 23 7. Emmetropia Verifying Optical (EVO) ;
(6) T IOL il 3 5048 : Naeeserl F1 Neeeser2 ; i FH 1l & 7
PRHERY TOL A OCHE , it B R D HAR I S 2 A
I0L JE B 15 1 2212 AR B M0 A, |
A3 TOL JEYERE (AR TOL By il i Bk LLARAS | I
PR EIFARAGR] 2 W, Neeeser A 20T AL AL, M ik
/N AL XSS A5 (7) HoAh i R A TR R
B Panacea J& H ATME—REAS 55 A ff EAEER 18 M (Q)
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(B £ JIEE TS 2 1 PR LU AR A A 3K 308 B AT DU B F A
JE G B 1) UE B, Pearl DGS &3 T A T REMY T8,
VRF-GHET HLIL 2%, IR 456 T [ A X o 4k 1 i
JELBH

M5 R AN [] B9 TOL 31330 2 =2 17 o 12k AR 4l 52 AL
FLACD N ZE s, HIREAF 22 ~26mm B, I0L 1t
BTG PR I B, 2280 55 7R 70% LA 1 195 ]
A IR AE£0.50D LA, 4 HRH5E BBl P, B 55 A
N Barrett universal I 1 Olsen Y00 AE6f P48 i, HLUR 2
Haigis'”'; Kane 1 EVO f 7 0 #E & v 0 4R 4,
Hipolito—Fernandes £9I5) 4 Kane Fll VRF-G 2=k HiA
ONOEUERG, SR, 25 IRE IR A9 2 808 T 25 1E
1B, 1OL JE 6 I35 25 =X A i M R [ AR, R 5 T e
RET A 1D 5 F 5 oA o Voytsekhivskyy[m A
R, AL /NTF 22mm B, N BEAR G OG22/ F£1.0D
B EE 1], Holladay 2 2% 30K 98.1%, 1fii SRK/T 7~ X A
92.4% , Hipolito — Fernandes %' [t % VRF - G Barret
Universal Il , EVO 2.0, Haigis , Hill - RBF 2.0, Hoffer Q.
Holladay 1. Kane, Naeeser 2, PEARL - DGS, SRK/T, T2 HI
VRF 13 f IOL J#56 A A s v 45 3R Bos | 760
AL "1, Hoffer Q BJH 1% 22 KT VRF-G ,EVO 2.0, Kane
Fl VRF(P<0.001) , VRF-G i YeiRk 2 /) TR AL H |
Kane F1 EVO 2.0 B H A2 2 HEH (P<0.001) ;754 AL
', Hoffer Q F1 Holladay 1 AH % T H At 2% =0 o 0 14 45 22
(P<0.05) ,Kane [WHERPERGT, FFH, ACD /&5 I0L
JESE BN R ER P EE R R, FI, Yang 452 0F
FE R, SRK/T A X H N BEAR G 612 2% <+0.50D 1Y
HBIZE ACD<2.5mm . 2.5mm < ACD<3.5mm . 3.5mm < ACD
43514 59.5% 70.5% 1 70.3% , il Hoffer Q 232435114
63.3% .70.0% F 67.7% , Haigis 2243 514 60.8% .69.7%
M 75.4%, ULAh, T 5% EH IR A IF A BB AR FTIR
JEIK AR BGE 27 HR R A T 1E 4 3 Bl & 5 £ SRK/T 222
AR E G, 1R BT OF 2 AR 5 B Hoffer Q 2y 53X
FiE

WEAR A i S 505 R B8 R TR s i R
FEVERE TOL THEA I R . BEAE A AR B O T
AR, BT T MR R ES, B8 A
SRR Y 77 I AN o B R O R RO R I ol AR E Y
IOL &Y /1138 2 2, ] 4l Barrett True —K F1 Haigs L 2
KA,
1.4 FRBEMEMBER 1P RETFARNF]E O IE 5L )
A ELP FUE G H bR AT 8L, AR b5 2 IRk 24 5 9% 55
EY)EIEAERR & R BCELP 22, WF5E & B 1OL i 0o 68 1
0.4mm =42 0.25D BYJEGIR2E , R ET 9 O A58 4
7242 0.50D BIHIOEY X T Toric TOL, A o 2 3 5 5% 53
Al fE S 2L IOL el , FRARHOLHF IERCR . F WA 0L T
0L M AR B 5 B R 5 TOL ISR AR 2 . RJF HBLRY
Ji R T PR I R A A 4 £ G AF 45 A1 PT 3 TOL {2 A
P, T8 ELP & AR BAE I = A SRR IE

ZE b T AR EAE AR IR 36 In) A A% J 3, 5 RO gk A7 Ak
ORI RS R U e B i X O R
BT A R 2R O I AN R A R
A IRE R o X T AR A K R A A P R
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A R ol RS R, N TOL TR A X ik e, 4
AL AT E#E VRF-G AR, K AL 3E# Kane 2020, X T ™
R AACTE L5 e R S B A ok v T AR XU () B vy
AT 753 M VA8 | 1 B A 10 ARG B e, KA fl T
AREAREDAT D —FF . B2, ARG H AR ST
ARHT A ARG RE— I R ST , A5 B AR
V938, A e A KRR AR T R AR R
2HABEARERENIRENHIE

B4R I B S5 19 DGR 22 1 R AU B T
T2 8 1E 5 8, [ e ol B PR & A AR R [0 R, O
PR Je D158 25 A T I, I AR AR et D' i 2 1 /NI B I 4
ZERYLE AL SR IOL BB X B
1EAY TOL, 52 R #E K 7 (enhance depth of focal, EDOF) IOL
MWD R =R IR S-S Sl N |11 - WS W NS BT RN N
( multifocal intraocular lens, MIOL) ) 25 2 FEEAH Sof 855 /N
T ANBET 52 1 e D15 2 AT e A A AR 5 A0 A A foh
BT ATy HORHR IE 5 B0 1912k FH AR 2 an 47 B 't
FARFE N T ARIITHIE . SHEHFIE TR Z A0, %55
5 6wk ol HT K B[], 157 A IR K i 52 43R FUE YRS
JEFEBERT TR, 10L BE RO R 75 1T 10L& 4 Al Toric
0L fIRAL IR 7E 3wk PIHEAT, b5 TOL 5 $ 48 i% , 1
AR RS
21 RERXAFR  MEEETF AR FELEAFEFOCH I 5
1F (laser vision correction, LVC) , BI¥E 2> T8O AV fA I
BEEER (laser in situ keratomileusis, LASIK) ME/>TIOGH
BRI EI A ( photorefractive keratectomy, PRK) Fl K FM G/
PO I B R E B B R ((small incision lenticule
extraction, SMILE) ;8 IE HL % A9 # i PE £ BRUT A, anff
FRZEFA# D] 1T (limbal relaxing incision, LRI) F1% il 3% B4
] O (opposite clear corneal incision, OCCI) , il
A B T IR A9 & JFAE A A TOL By 2880 £ 2
Ji Bk B OGN IE 1 2 RRUE D B4 LVC T LASIK Al
PRK 2 B i i HIHY TR 7 20, i SMILE TR H i 2 9%
FHF T L6 A = B 3 0 A8 A A R AR R S 1 BN T
PRAZ ( implantable collamer lens, 1CL) i AR5 4% B 19 E
HEAIE, If R B R 4P (A Rk St 2Pk, B 40, Brar
SFRESE R  SMILE AR J5 45348k f1 - 3.40+1.89D [ %2
-0.48+0.24D , #4511 -1.93+1.07D %% -0.38+0.24D,
WL, SMILE F AR AT LU T 1 AR 5 5% B8 6 AS 1E /Y
BrIE, {H SMILE F-AR o1 Tl = % 00 1) 0T 15 e o7 BRER R 48
5 H B LA BR RS0, AR v A DT b A 47 [ e JL-F-
LR T R B AR 205, T REIIRRT IE RO . A
fife 7 RS L) A S8 5 FFF IE 1.00D LA O, LVC
JEHT IE N B AR S AR AR JE AN 1E (1.00D DAY ) 347
H 5 AER A R R S e ZR B T R A A E R v 22
SRR

AR E ST AR B IE (N BEAR 5 8 6 1R 25 1 E 2L
TET . (1) APEF IEAS [R1 28 B 9 S AN 1, i3 R | 3z 40 F
oo (2) ANEZFARE PN B 240 M 550 o R A DR AR i 8 5519
HIRRT, (3) kGt AR Y, R AR AR PN 2R B BE K i S
PR LA RS, 2 PR . AR A IR O T AR 7R Bk
R: (1) LVC B 1E JE G IE 19 3 [l 32 A B ISR B g Bl %oF
FRF 1.00D B AR, LVC AT T4 - 008 e 1 R A
(2) AT e 38 i HIR =5 B A5 2 A0 RR ARG B BBOURR R, X R A
MIOL i B Fe e i B, WA B2 h, AT R 22

51519 LASIK F-AR A T MIOL (8 # , AR5 98% 1) B4
JEGIR 275 +0.50D LN, 93% Ay B BB AE 0.50D L
PP (3)LVC Bk A4 S A T 18 IR 250 i JXUR: , 4n
TR B TR A AR | A R T R AR A A
SRR IR FORAS T XA, (4) LASIK A Hr il F f
FECHRE ST, P B3 RSB T 1 N TR D) 3
22RABERFR WA T A EZ AL 0L FH A
T BRI TOL, 38 A A I v | 5% B e ' B2 8¢ v i) O
BORBER B . X T ABECFAR IRNFARM
D6 S AE T A PRLE 1 A ST 7 R RO, (LA AE A R
FARFH R 1 XS

0L ## F 2 H X MIOL fE a2 AN 37 5 7% B4 i Ot
ANIEB KRB IOL B sR AT (1) FAR
FORTT BAPRENE, 7520 2 R R 4E BB F st 5
WrSd BELE T ARE B IR S | PN B 240 Bl /L R B K i
G IRE R AEEG TR . (2) TOL B4 R FT 42 2 A BN B2
MR 2 2 N B S RS, (3) X T HOLH
BrIERE ) 22 IR AT BB I AGHT B AR IR RO, (4) TR ]
A R, P R 5 2 B AF 4k AL 7T i 530 TOL 5948 %k
BN TR BE AR KUK, (5) RS0 AR R A
B E Y TOL JE DGR TR A T A28 — A A TOL Y
JECEEFIPIAS TOL A2 T AR ELP 19 fRis, {H2, ix s
75 5t AT BB SR A R B BN AT SR AY

IR IOL ZTEMEAS NS INAE A 2 B IOL, S 7E #E4<
AR N4 HE A 1 M TOL, R E B F AR
o T IR DU IE = BE A, 2 05 FH T I 904 A D) —#
TOL K% 1E [N BE AR J5 JE B 09 e e i 25, A 2% &l
FH 256 M 52 15 5Kk X TOL 1 BE LA 1IE N B AR 5 1
JEER 2 R AR 3 TOL A 17 J G B 45 T S 3k 45 1
PEALAE R TOL Y 1E JE D R SRR B 1.5 4570, 2
MR IR ZER T 6.00D B, 2507 A WU PEREAG . B XX
—[A] @ Doctor—Hill . Holladay R I Barrett Rx 257\ 2 # 4%
h,— R L T oL g AT wu A, AE X T
TOL 48, 5 9KX TOL M s 78 T2 (1) AT SR04 A o Aff
4T, Levinger 55 LT BN TOL A A FI TOL ¥ #0557 1E 7%
B CASIE A R Bifi 15 20mo 2 B, 9Bk 929
R DGR 22 1E£0.50D LA 1T & 420 2 82% , I H. i k=X
IR F B (2) FARIRIEE R, et
B HUE AR RERA Y A A — A TOL, B 5 B/ Lt
JRTET A REFECIOL 2 RITE M T 841 4 1 (5 2 B 1 . 10L
J A7 i L RELH MR P S L S R AR i 45

Tk B 4 2 1 BER 78 TOL Sulcoflex ( Rayner
Intraocular Lenses Ltd, UK) i AR AR 32k 3 TOL ZERE
ARIE RS E M, 3 X T 82 55 TOL MR e i o 1k, T Bl 2
BEAK R APET SCHRFNRT AR E ) — R
UL SO TRV AR A NL AL TOL, A B T1H Bk F P
ARG FRAECRE  [F) B ZE AN M 0BT A 17 150 B £ S5 TR
FE AR5 T A TR 2 A TR S A A Y
BED D TR IOL 55 B, i & E N
B T AR A P TOL, 2248 AR A £ 55 TOL, BEAR VA
A MIOL, A Ji5 H 35k A S DA IE SO MIOL AN
ZH R E R T — R A AT Y
23 HIERENIRENFHEA
231 AHEX AT EKE 4HE5ANTHWRNKE
( multicomponent intraocular lens, MCIOL ) ( Precisight,
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InfiniteVision Opties) HH — > Hi 7K PE B Ailf TOL A1— 4> A T
P 1) 25 /K P RIS A 4L 5 T K, T 37 B A A U AT T
SRS FANER: YRR IR T IR, A] 5 e
BHORFF IR R AEOL, WL IOL £ IR FA
RS B2 5, Uy 265 WFgE e, 5% B8 i 6 A IE
B EBE TR AT B B e, BRI 7 (LogMAR) M 0.20+
0.2042 = £ 0.02+0.08, 5% B 19 JE Y612 22 M 1.3+ 1.1D FEAIX
£ 0+0.38D, - H B /n il T RIF LM, 55— 5eiE
B],MCIOL A7 R AP MG ke 1k JF EASZ IR FA#E
BT ARBFE X F AN BEEF ARG 5% 8 A EA &
& &, MCIOL 7] RE & — Fh s e 5
232 RFAT AT RRE Ll A T AR (light-
adjustable intraocular lens, LAL) f&—Fha] 318 ) =14 ik
HEIE TOL, ik B J A5 75 %o 58 A SRR 1) K43 7 54k, TOL
AJG 2~ 3wk, Wfe ki & H THS Ko H0IkmRE
N, TS TOL W R YG I, iR 80 H A B, i H
OGP e JE G EE T 2 AR, BREE I LN Y
2D VAP AR IEJE I o 3D LN, Rl LAL fi4 B8 5 22
SRR ARG AR BE, BT LA S AT R
SO A B A A R 5 % . Sandstedt 257
RSMITTE IR, LAL BT 7] BB A5 05 TOL MRy £ 45
Mo LAL BT B A9 8 2 P, Chayet 2677 7 9mo A
BT, SRR 5 H AR 1B R 0.006D , FaE PRI A
TR 6 4%, Schojai 7% XHE A LAL B 5 BE
Ta, 455 o BOE EORES AR E , AR TC I B ARk, (L
A 2 Bl B TOL AR FR TR bl (HORSE AR 7
233 XKBEIHESL IEOSL RS (Perfector) B B4R
TOL Hr 5% i 2 IO e 8 e 1) B bR X 3805 2122 I
JO7 {5 TOL 2 7K P3 Jn vii r S5 SR B ARG, AT 7 R a2 X3
FA) T 558 3 2 A 1) 3 185 5% ( refractive—index—shaping lens) ,
P TOL B SR EE ™ AR e T 07 6 Rk Y
0L, ] Z KA 2 —FhER AMIRIT FBL, JEE T DIR
IR IIGE, U0 2 5 XN B HE Y TOL MR A3k
JEEL T R BB CRABOR AR R TR G b Y A A
PIFSE SB7s T S P 0 280 FE R 8 S 26 A 25 O R T
A2 LR P A RE S 8% TOL S i v jec i 45

ZE b, 6T A PR AR G 5% B i CAS I8 (H B /NG
R RR B O SR AR T PN R A0 R
S ARG AR TR ) fB o A IR R T R R AP T B £61 7
FAEECTF AR, XTI A E R R EE , L H
SRR B EARE R RS EE R
YEAT TOL B, AR A B A IRE | MK IR A 9%
ARt — R
3 Toric IOL BN E% BEXAIERREEFHIE

HOLKF IE I8 B e Jm e g R Bk TiE 2 N &,
Toric T0L 6131538 20 B IE Bk £ 5 A I HOE %
& ARV BOE R R AF AR T TOL Bl iy i vE B AR i, DL
Toric TOL i ] (485 i X, Toric 0L {25 H Al 1] 1°,
MO IR A 3% 5 I 25 30° M) S BOHOE A 15 24T
A AE , RIS e A O Al i L Z2 R R AT AR ) Toric
TOL et fo e P, AL 16 2 4% 5 K al TOL & /)y | % o 751 5%
B ARG AR E g 5t K IOL fiw0y TOL %Al
MR YRGB EOE KT 0.75D, I AF B B AE R I AT
FIRFIE ) BRIE AT TR R H AT A JE RS A K
Toric IOL 4 BE ¥ A%l 7] , Toric 10L 7E A2 A B T —
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UHL K TOL %h 1], 1 40 Alcon Toric 10L Calculator, the
Barrett Rx formula. Johnson & Johnson TECNIS Toric IOL
Calculator , Berdahl and Hardten Astigmatism Fix Calculator
1 Barrett Rx 2%, Toric TOL il ] (19 98 2% it ML 1 AE 1mo
W ATE T~3wk 224 0 FHNBEARS Twk AT I
% TOL FRAOIERE LK 5 Tmo Ji I I TOL 15 PE4S 36 3%
HEINFARRES: o A BEVITF AR T LA IEARBEHOG  (H 2 H AT
TR
4 555

TS N R T ARAHSC R BOARA W S i S R 20 AR5 Y
JeE SC TR B 1 1k — 20 B g, (HR BT AR h IR 5 Y B s
FANEFEARJGEICRZERN M, IRRSE A AR AT
BEOCTE A B MR SR AR S AT E AR DL, Oty AR i v o 7
R SE R A e A LRSI — B RIS
i IOL LR A, 5 H NG 1 IR AT 2
R DGR 2 | T AT A SR T BUE DGR 22 1Y SR O AR IS
YR HLN RIS Y 1 7 2ORBEIE , S TR E W
SE 3k
1 Alio JL, Abdelghany AA, Fernandez — Buenaga R. Management of
residual refractive error after cataract surgery. Curr Opin Ophthalmol
2014;25(4) :291-297
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