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Abstract

e Pituitary adenoma, the most common benign tumor in
brain, its symptoms mainly include impaired visual
function and endocrine hormone disorder. Visual acuity
decline and visual field defect are the first symptoms,
because of the special position of pituitary and optic
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chiasma, patients are often first seen in the
ophthalmology department. Visual field examination and
optical coherence tomography (OCT) can determine the
degree of visual field defect and fundus condition.
Electrophysiology examination can determine whether the
optic nerve is damaged. All of them can be used as
evaluation indexes of visual function in patients with
pituitary adenoma. As an imaging tool, functional
magnetic resonance, a derivative technique, has been
used to study the texture of pituitary adenoma and optic
nerve integrity in recent years. These comprehensive and
detailed examinations can determine the best time for
treatment and improve quality of life for patients. This
article reviews the application of ophthalmic examination
(visual field, OCT and electrophysiology) and functional
magnetic resonance in pituitary adenoma.
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TEARIE (pituitary adenoma, PA ) J2 /P = & M, &
IR Tz — K2 by A B R 4 159% ) 9 T
R Ry e i UL SRR D RE B 3 R A HE 32% ~ T0% 1) /B 3
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B N FARYOA N ZIRYT PA M AERRKS A
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R BN BT B HOR A B a9 Uy ) 24 vh
TE PA XA ZE (R 520, B PG IL R SE PA KN B %
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e A /N5 0 B A K TR AF DG, AT AN I /)N
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TRAE SR A 28 338 197 6 30 A s a0 TRl A R R o
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(] B A T T 5 A B e o 03], 0 T A LA 38 A 2
I fE i pomE—HLH 7 L (2) B M BAR” BN AL
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AR S A et R R A R A AR
2 PA 2EHRAEE

1 TR A SRR ST, T A 728 AT 5 R AR e AR
HiZin 5IRBHEBARDC 1 bl IRRH B AR X 28 S A1)
JEE PRI RE =2 18] 5¢ &R Y AN B R AL T A A IR B E 1Y &
JE R TFB @k £ w, AR IEF Db T2
(optical coherence tomography, OCT) | H3 A4 PRAG 7T &
21 MEFRE  PA BE LB %N 9% ~ 3297,
T L A AR 199 29 B« P MR 8 S R it A0 400 B2 e 451, 400
SRR L — e A b BT B R RS L O R
T G R 2E S, B8 T 5 ph S 45 432 40,
FEI A AT B A A T ) e 2 2 Y A7 A R
PEFG | AT Z R, FEEE . (HE K A 2%
5% FMHAZE M, LU Klauber 22 B9 B R A 37%
PA BB FRR AT 0L A A0 a5 R 00 S 0 i S
FEAEWT IR, 5 AR ), A S A8 U3 e (AR5 2 IR
S A AR I AT AL T e A0 R IR BR T R R Y
M) , 3K, P e A2 DX R AR A 22 P 3 R e g M B EE Y B
b, IR R i AL 2 0 3 ) T R B0, X T 7 OB HR 1Y
B B Z D 309 100 B 221 4 M AE T AN s
BAA S B B SR 0BT A A T LA W Bl e 9 i 2
W, JE R X LA A 30 A0 M A AR 1 BB I R T B
HERA L L A A 28 A2 P R TR AR 28— B 45 B
2 W B ) i ok 25 7 40 it &2 & 4K ( ganglion cell complex,
GCC) Al RNFL (75 | R 3 19 25 ) AR S Ak 40 o
2R Z AR
2.2 OCT#ZE OCT /& WA IRFHG 2, 7] LIFEAR
YT 22 KT XTI B A T 4 e Tz T
AR I R AP 52 A0 28 R0 I 55 , T DA EL 3 Al RNFL
JEUU K RGC JZHYJEEE A, Bt OCT Al LAAE N T SE Y
THRKHL PA BE A A2 3248, Richard %
FIAT OCT il RNFL #1 GCC HYJE i, E5E | RNFL il
GCC 4317 LU P A A 7 PPA R0 22 52 458 7 T8 B2 PP A R
WG E MR, (1) RNFL JEFE ; Yoneoka 25 B 58 iA
RNFL JE B J2& 0 B 4k 52 1 2 57 $500 B -, g o5 — J I,
Helen %" | F OCT & T 107 {51 3 {48 £ # 19 RNFL
JEERE AR A Oy 2 A1 AR AR A I T T
3 WRBEYT (RFT 1mo, RJF 1mo, 1a) , 45 F & I IE % 4 4
SFIE IR E I 5 {H Poczos 25 XF LA R B L A
FARTTHELHRY RNFL IEASGEFUR & A5 D BEVK 24T
(2) EBEIX. GCC JEFE - I I AF SR MBI 9T A, 85 A ik
TR IER  H 55 GCC 2 Hrah B 5028 g vk
H—EAIR ] Micieli Z 5 I8 AL AS X A7 K E
W, BEBEIX GCC RSt Bl 5w 4, R )5 RNFL 3 5, B
JEA R RESZAR, RS2 Mark"™ X ULHREHI R I A H

RNFL 5% 1 GCC IR AT, 3 UG FE 25 2R 2
S ELR BB I3 I R AT BEJ2: < &8 23 8 AN S TE AL 22 40 o f
A3 PP A 5 78 53 SCRRAN A T T RIF R A S B 52 ST JR)
B2 I ke I 5 ¥4 20 0 58 ACHR T A TS L B R Y Bl
(3) W BEIX 54 & OCT Il 4 & 5 (optical coherence
tomography angiography , OCTA) : OCTA A D) X 5% B AL #H
22N INLAE AL 2R A T AR APETEA , 5 6 0400 1) B
W R B T OCTA B HIFEAAR J5 o A9 B2 H HiTbi
/b Dallorto 2 FERFFE 4 T GEiHALEF , RNFL Fil GCC JE
JE SR, 7B B ORI T OCTA 51T BLEL 3k i 45 % 2
(peripapollary vessel density, PPVD ) Fl & BE Il 4 % &
( vascular density, VD), B E M &R AR ( optic
neuropathy, ON) ] PA 5 5K 8B ON 19 & DL fdt
T HE AT L, SR R LS R AL, ON B #  Tk
M A PPVD I VD I 3 A (40 B R 45.21% +
5.69% vs 50.52% +2.14% ,43.79% +£5.03% vs 48.96 +
2.94% ), FEPI A Z A 1Y E BEIR 2 14 2 & W (deep
capillary complex,DVC) A US| 1 % 22 5% 5 fl R %2
BUE AL, ON BF Y PPVD PHFEALT 10.51% , 5HAb
YIHILL,ON 3 RNFL Fl GCC & J¥ & % F# (K, PPVD 5
RNFL JEEFIALEF MD {E 2 AH5C . OCTA 4 Ko vl LA
BN 5 1 224 20 B )y R e 1 5 25 A DG A L e s | PRy
EATER T ON U TRJZ A A i i 8 9% 2 s /b, Bk
JEIE N FEAMLN GCC JE A ML, Al B, FE243t i INL J2
(NAXJZ) TR 2 045 DA v ) 1L 48 25 BETE PA B8 35 R e
ZARH Z AR B R BRI, OCTA
AR AT L E5E PA 500 #2222 18] i 3k G 28 % B i B
S BRAEH Y S ER FTIEA

23BAEEKE M yE & HL AL (visual evoked potential,
VEP) | B J& ML R 32 31 D 5 N DG RIS |, 287807 Sk it
e DX Sk K A T AR A SR 9 HRL A7 S 07, 5 e e 0 5 1 00 190
Ao 2875 240 i 22 40 B o 4 0 i 45 L 0 4% 33 T B, P - VEP
JIA3 B AR MR R P100 I8¢ VAR S0 PR 0 2 8508 R e, A AR
ARG PR I, AN (L, 2 TP R0 2845 4 — o SR T 2 0 1 7
AT TG D Rt Ak A0 A8 SURITAL 000 I 1 S . e )
AE-S VEP H P100 {5 F 78 DR S0 38 AH G , s 28 P s ]
Pl ) F 38 P B IR 5 78 DA B T AR 45 A 23 K S vy v AR
1 SRR LR IEE A . VEP 78 PA AR
] A LIE R 805 1 2% 48 6557 . Nidan 5577 RHI T £
£ 55 0175 & B L ( multiple — function VEP , mfVEP ) /£ & PA
BE KA T-B, K WS 5 mfVEP Z [H] L 20 H R 4F 1Y
—ZpE, VEP Wi FHFF AR, Wright %% 15 Je 7 iR
HEE Jir a8 F= AR 1) 1 VEP Wailll, B LAS , AR 2 5
UEWY T VEP M5 I B2 R 78 D) 5 2 4 i 98 ok 2 o iy o 22
P00 R S H, 37 I ( electroretinogram , ERG ) F 2 507
A TR Ao 2274 240 B D) F8 B 5 4 R i 45 2R 0 S
FEPR AR EZE 0 Kamio %5 7E 2152 A I F AR o %t
AT TR VEP B4 ERG Wi, 4 FAR h VEP I
ERG W B AR Pl 2k B [ (B I, PRk B A 57 B 31 28 4
I IEFARENE, 53] VEP K E , AR ERG 7 1 %
R ARG 15 2, IR IEFRE AR B B Il
WEEN LT B, HWERE A5 R € T ERG AT LIE R —4
AIEEFEAR, KBTI T PA BEMF R X AR
DA VAR BB
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3 PA BEM IR HIRKE T

5 YR ( magnetic resonance, MR) A% 18, 7 HER 5,
2P DR B AT AT R R AE SR A S
FHERH S Jed8 T PA BEF IR IHRIME S TR, — 23y
Y3 g P W S i AR R G R O AR & ( diffusion
weighted imaging, DWI) | PR 5K 1 B 1% ( diffusion tensor
imaging, DTI) , FEAFR R PA I RS H AR
3.1 DWI  DWI J2& H {if M — BEAE I (A 2 21 47K 73 7
WOz AR A s, DWI BUG5 BU 78 3 JiE 1% (SE)
SRR BE 1 (GRE) MLl L, 4R 7K 5332 2l ) — g
BYXT b B R B R, O 3R OW IR B R BU(H ( apparent
diffusion coefficient, ADC) & ALK 73 F VR 2 S B9 1F DL, 1%
(R ARFOK I T IR HIGE s Bk B 5 e 2 AR K5 79K
Wiz o Z R, ADCHAEEH AN R HE NS
255, 1M H ADC {8 5 Mg 20 21 S 40 OC R % 1), D9 e 3 i
TR MR AN ADC (BT AAR -3t 08 i i 98 32 47 22
591 B T Fibge b Al dA Rathkes 98 il 5 1 af 4 R {4
JEAERHL MR _EANGFor B8, Wi e DWT 4 i ) ADC A
HIXF ADC A K F TR 2 B A 2N R, T A
Je Ml 5 T D 5 AT O R AR b T S DR 22 T
T i A AR I b X AR O 2 e B DD AR ST
R F 2 98 & 3 B ADC {ELVE R A i ik JRe o i 4 2
% LA Khant %2 AR T DWI A ADC {5 5 AR 5 6 BT
o, 3 ADC B e J A8 11 25 e A 1 0 g R A i e it 4
FUEBZ g SR | I RE T ADC<1.077 Hif i 983 fr) 16 s —
vk, 1 Lu % RS IESE T X — A, 4R, Mahmoud
SECHYCH BRI R T M S i SRR S R O, (R
96 Jo b RS S AR B B 1 5 MRT SREEEL ADC {HTE K,
TR R 5% B AR | 3 4 22 S P R 2 PR Sk 9 A B b 1) 3
(BT B BRE ) AR AR A FE 2 S () I T 2 T
ObA AL 5 IR B AR 22 5. BT 2, DWI AT ADC {6
FEXS FAL e MRI K Uk, % B7F 5% 3 1A 96 Jg {4 ot b 48 it 1
B 5 I R
3.2 DTl DTI /& Lk DWI A By, 16 224> A [R] i 2 1 5
0 I ) 1793 €A R D AT 2 0= ST B U ivalll s e
B, T X R G2 e 1 ST A A e P o A
P, ARECT DWI, DT 78 5E 1 WAl 1150 2T 4 o 58 B 1L 7 T
SEEATOEH, AT ARG X P 5 o A A ] 46 4 S5t 5 e 3%
PR AR b, RS T PEAG A 22 B AT DTI Y
SRR 45 0] 5 43 B (fractional anisotropy, FA) SE3 4"
MR (mean  diffusivity, MD ) | A XF % 1a] 5 P ( relative
anisotropy , RA) B (volume rate, VR) A2 M P WK &
(radical diffusion,RD) , X 28 #4748 2R 7K 70 F ¥R H0E 3 4% W]
SRR S, T RE S BT G A A 28 B A O BLRN il 28 %
JE2 R FA R MD (B R, 24 P R G 4
o BT A AR AR I FA (B 23 Bl 2 8 Ak, FA (B IE
HIX[H] 4 0.57 ~0.64 , HK /N5 il 28 27 4 (1) 56 B P il E A
ST RER A ITF IO DTL S50 AR AT LA e
T P A T B A 8 P 4 AR M A AR | 5 A I
W TS O AN LA AR TR R B AR AR
Ihsan Anik ZFEH#48 T PA BEEAEA M 24 FA {HA1 MD
H A, H A48 FA B 5 M0 2 502 B A 78 A 6
£ Schmierer ' $}3H ,MD {5 F1 FA {85 5645 & & LU
KNG ECR VIR . ENWA AR PA #4717 DTI
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WFFE , 22 BLIX 2L 838 () SUI AL 0T FA (R B IESE T 2R
HAE S WA RZ S, PR B v 1 A B el 2 5 A T 45
KT | Yamada %t PA B 3E4T T F R Al
J& DTI 2R Brfhge , 45 B2 R 30, FA {85 00 S BE 5 17 R 56 I
HEB, RATEAFE A L Z R R, RS FA (1
AR, RD (8 & THR . Anik 5 RIE PA BB
ARIGIR IS, 502 () FA (B RS AN MD {575,
EHA B, Hussam XL T PA BEARET S ARG FA
EAAEAL, & ARG A 200 FA [ B RRA%, FA (8>
S CEE VIR AR A R T A Al
FHEA H RS 5000 DT HI 3D A%k a] WAL i py o 28 5
PP A 3D HE A, T MM R TR AL S A2 R AR A
2% IR, Wang 251t & 3R] LS DTI X i -
TR ST T AL AR AR AL, 3 AT g B T 3 A Am 1 A
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R EA B BT R 22 BB S A 47 1E 3 440, LR
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PHAAFIE S5 U590, [ aX 26 48 b8 A7 e Hofh 1) T4 R &
R AR TH P B A83 43 D % e o s %ot 4 A 52 Wi 4K, 2 W
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AR M A — i B A O A Bt
4 REBHING
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MRS BN AR R AL TS FR AN R A 5 X R B
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