ERRRIZAE 2022 FENH 5F£22% F£1H
B335 : 029- 82245172 85205906

http://ies.ijo.cn
BB {5%8:10.2000@ 163.com

- IR -

ERBRUVKEKAEATUHESEEFRBEESTFELZHER

# W7 LB
L IR

R4,

51 A R R, Jy B, SORES R DIBRIEG T S R
IR ARG 7 IR SRR B A B T L . R B R A RS
2022;22(11) :1908-1912

YEZ AL (571100) H [ W e 44000 17T, 15 R 2 2R B A SRR B}
BB

EHE R Sl 5\l TR WHERN K IRE B, £36 EIW, ifF
7T FA B T R R0

WIES . IR 499283111@ qq.com

e H Y. 2021-12-25 IR H#H . 2022-10-18

HE
B LA DR R UI B 2 R & T M SE RS A M o
JEFS R IR YT TR SR PR B ROR AR JE R B B
ﬁiﬁ:@ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁo PEHL 2020-05/10 T3 Bemt i2 09 i &
RIS A E 120 1) 137 B, 4% BR3A 7 7 4 P4,
Aéﬂ601ﬂ67 AR SR IR 5 W@JF%E}%AJH%%?H%WE{SJ*
J5%,B 4 60 ] 70 BRREUGER 8 A VISR A1 PE E R
IR YT %, R WAL B 3 T R 55 TH W 4 W 1 fE
(STt) JHAEHE RS E] ( BUT) M AR 1 2R Ak, AR5 508 1
3 MR BB TS K b 2B B[] B T A B ) e S 2
KO,
R .Y BRETFARG STt LEEZER(P>0.05) ;4]
BEARFT AN 7d BUT 6835 22 5% (P>0.05) {0 B 4R
J7 30.90d BUT BH 2 KT A 44(¥ P<0.01) ; IR BB ARG
PR PE /M TCLH ] 22 5 (P>0.05) ; P 2H H % R i RS 30d
RRAR A ) 5 e AR5 1 A0 ) A1 18] 35 06 B 35 25 5% (P>0.05) ,
ARG 30d UCVA ¥ AR AT B 8 203% (P<0.001) ;B 41 &
AR IR 7 017 2B A 1] A 3 R s [) % i) et A2 45 st []
B RRT A 4 (P<0.05) . FEDF 1a, PIZH & IF A0k A
KR FE LR (11.9% vs 8.6% ,P>0.05) {4 B 43
’EE%@%WE&? A 4(2.9% vs 13.4% ,P<0.05) ,

2. HERE RVIBRECA TP E R A L, BRI
ﬁ]ﬁ%ﬂi&&ﬁ%iﬂﬂ%ﬁ{éﬁ D K PR BRR B TR T e, AR
HARFRAAT, ERREL,

KR R PSR N VIR A THE SRR B A B
*E{nﬁ;)&%
DOI:10.3980/j.issn.1672-5123.2022.11.29

Comparison of the effects of pterygium
resection combined with dry or hydrated
amniotic membrane transplantation in the
treatment of primary pterygium

Ting-Ting Wu, Yan—Shuang Yan, Qi—Qi Fang

Hainan Aier New Hope Eye Hospital, Haikou 571100, Hainan

Province, China

1908

Correspondence to: Ting—Ting Wu. Hainan Aier New Hope Eye
Hospital, Haikou 571100, Hainan Province, China. 499283111 @
qq.-com

Received: 2021-12-25 Accepted; 2022-10-18

Abstract

¢ AIM. To compare the effects and postoperative recovery
of pterygium resection respectively combined with dry
and hydrated amniotic membrane transplantation in the
treatment of primary pterygium.

« METHODS:: A retrospective study was conducted on 120
patients (137 eyes) with primary pterygium who were
treated in our hospital from May to October 2020. The
subjects were divided into two groups according to
different treatments. The 60 patients of group A (67 eyes)
were treated with pterygium resection combined with dry
amniotic membrane transplantation, while the 60 patients
of group B (70 eyes) were treated with pterygium
resection combined with hydrated amniotic membrane
transplantation. Comparison was made between the two
groups in terms of the changes in Schirmer test | (S| t),
tear film break-up time (BUT) and vision before and after
operation. Moreover, the postoperative pain score,
regression time of ocular hyperemia and edema, wound
healing time, complications and recurrence rate were
compared.

¢ RESULTS: S | tin the two groups showed no significant
difference before and after operation ( P>0.05). BUT of the
two groups showed no significant difference before
operation and on 7d after operation ( P>0.05). BUT of
group B was significantly longer than that of group A on
30 and 90d after operation (all P<0.01). There was no
significant difference in pain score between the two
groups after operation ( P>0.05). There was no significant
difference between the groups in terms of the uncorrected
visual acuity and the best corrected visual acuity before
operation and on 30d after operation (P>0.05). The UCVA
of the two groups was significantly improved on 30d after
operation ( P< 0.001). The regression time of ocular
hyperemia and edema and wound healing time in group B
were significantly shorter than those in group A ( P<0.05).
The total incidence of complications during 1a of follow-
up showed no significant difference between the two
groups (11.9% vs 8.6%, P>0.05), but the recurrence rate
in group B was significantly lower than that in group A
(2.9% vs 13.4%, P<0.05).

e CONCLUSION: Pterygium resection combined with
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hydrated amniotic membrane transplantation is more
effective than pterygium resection combined with dry
amniotic membrane transplantation in the treatment of
primary pterygium. Meanwhile, the patients heal faster
after surgery, and the recurrence rate is lower.

e KEYWORDS: primary pterygium; resection; dry
amniotic membrane; hydrated amniotic membrane;
transplantation; effect
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2.72%~10.95% "%, IHRIAIT £ EZRBF RGBT, IGIT H
A AT DI B AR Ll 2L [T B, R AR 5 52 % KU, 2R
ifif B2 T AR IR IS A & A (25% ~60% ) A I I PR
WAEFUR B R VIBR A E Rt EBA Hofh )y KA TIRYT , 3
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i vy B TR BMI it FURE AR (IR) RS E (IR

) RE (B (xxs, %) (x%s kg/m®) (Xxs,a) PEI EER FFHE >2~<3mm 3~<4mm  4~<S5mm =5mm
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2051 HIR % — S S ; > ; S S
PN AJE 7d AJF30d  AJ5F90d AT ARJ5 7d AJG 30d AJG 90d
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TE A A SRR S W DIBRIC & T MR R AR 7 5 5 B A SRHGECIR B N VTR IR SR MR RS AR IR T T 58

x5 MHABERERERBRILER (X£s,d)
40 MREC FEMLFER A KR R A )
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