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Abstract

e Femtosecond laser - assisted cataract surgery ( FLACS)
has been used for more than 10 years, with its safety and
precision well-verified. In recent years, FLACS has been
gradually applied to patients with glaucoma and
cataracts, especially those patients with primary angle
closure glaucoma ( PACG ). The unique anatomical
characteristics of PACG increase the difficulty of lens
extraction and potential complications in conventional
phacoemulsification surgery, highlighting the distinct
advantages of FLACS in these patients. Recently, the
application of FLACS combined with minimally invasive
glaucoma surgery ( MIGS) in patients with open angle
glaucoma, and goniosynechialysis (GSL) in patients with
angle - closure glaucoma, and even in patients with
filtering blebs after anti - glaucoma surgery, has been
reported. The indications for FLACS are increasingly
expanding. FLACS can cause a transient intraoperative
increase in intraocular pressure ( IOP), and ocular
parameters can have a certain impact on IOP. The long-
term effects on IOP require further research. More
attention should be paid to the impact of FLACS on visual
function in patients and the related
complications that may arise. This article reviews the
application of FLACS in different types of glaucoma, its
effects on IOP and visual function, specific complications,
and application prospects.
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intraocular lens implantation, PEI) BAREMASBE R
( goniosynechialysis, GSL) B\ AA HIT FB W HE
IR E T BT AR ARG N T TR ME B ARS  EAERE R
FINEOGAR B N B F R (femtosecond laser assisted cataract
surgery, FLACS) BN FHE M 7 FARBY L 20 E1E 1L
B AT R HLIR A 38 BT | 2B IR R T
AR AR R B b B3, Hl FLACS 7E 7 OLIR
TP B I TEAS WA R N ACRT T I AR AL DGR | P A A
HOCHR B FEPUH CIR ARG A IR B h i Aq 3] 1
N R S | AR 2 S EOR R IR e T, X
AR ZE AT RE ™ LE 1 52 ) AN AT 2200, 330 X6 5 D6 HR A8 25 ok
VLN EE ACEHR T FLACS 642K OGIR B H AT
TR R T X8 HIR R ) B ) 552 i LA S MR 8 2 850 5 IR s T
R R A T AR SF T T
1 FLACS Rz /v

21 22 DIk BRSO G A8 MUk 19 DR 5 0 B
K, TN TIRFHIG R, 2001 4 REMEOCE W T
WS> F 06 R FA FE BS 38 R (laser in situ keratomileusis
LASIK) (¥ 1 BRI 7 . 2009 4F Nagy %' 15561 H] LenSx
CRMEOE R G B A TR, 2010 4 TREMEOG S
FDA #EHERL T H BT A, 2011 4R IEXH Filw R, H
B A 5 Al ERE ST A EE TR : Catalys ( Abbott
Medical Optics, Santa Ana, CA) | LenSx ( Alcon, Fort Worth
Texas) | LensAR ( LensAR, Orlando, Fla) | Victus ( Bausch &
Lomb, Bridgewater, NJ ) LI X Femto LDV Z8 ( Ziemer
Ophthalmic Systems, Switzerland ) , H g 2014 4F & W
Femto LDV Z8 i 7] F T 06 T AR A EFL AL TR, 1E N
— PRI RSB REMEOE R G, B R T RRBR 19K BE 1 K
A BT AR JE R E N RN A I & iES . FLACS
HABHEVE 2tk ] MR E AN T AR e
BNz AR AR I B N T A R OGIR B OF
7 R DL, AT [ B 1 R RS

=1

2 FLACS 3 AR T FR 41 Th 8¢ 59 52 g
2.1 FLACS MRER M  FLACS AR S 30K /g %
R % (intraocular pressure,10P) Ft & , X AR J5 I0P 7= —
FERZIR . AN REPE G A T TOP FHE BB ATR (£ 1),
X JGHR B SR Bk R AAR TOP FHE A YT 5 2 5 n
Yh,

EAEHCIR B E A L, 5 OCHR B35 7E FLACS /5] 10P
T o e B, LA S AR P B8R N s 8, B A, R 8 i (1] B
1. Darian—Smith "™ R B MEBF 5T e 8RO T4k B
( Catalys ) X 3] (P E C/D 0.76+0.12 , - P B 22
3.0 2.4) JF & PE /M A 6 AR ( primary open angle
glaucoma, POAG) Hi3 (43 HR) FIdETOGHR # 3 (100 HR)
10P W52, & 3 FLACS AR J5 Bl ZI, POAG &3 7 3
T0P W & 2 TAR LR (17.427.4 vs 14.127.2 mmHg,
P=0.014) R B EL 255 2 min N, POAG 3% 10P 15 T
XFHEZH (9.9+5.4 vs 8.7+5.7 mmHg,P=0.24) , %55 %W
SAEE LR B E ML, POAG R EAE FLACS J& 512 i 8 i
PEHR FE T Fn s B i s i s A IR T i, RS R R &
PR 191 58 7 R R0 2E A7 1 A0 A )5 2, R A
POAG F8 W8 o IR A Jod 0T PN s 22 1k R4, SR, K30
A R — 2o . AR T B POAG 3%,
it H U T A AN G ol — 2 W, Shah 1Y
T S FLACS (LenSx ) %5 G HR f8  F gt 5 8 & 10P 1Y
KAPEZ M 1 2 9 A AT BE T OGHR (AL 45 AT S p 2 43 4
o IR Bl ) | R R G IR (B4 A AR L T O IR R
MRV CHR ) B 278 HR, X REZH g0 A fdt B 3 226 HR
5B B R P B FE N 10P FER G S 1 d MIELTT IR
FFE, 1 mo J5, P4 10P #8A BH 1 R B, X6 BEZH Y T [ 4
SE1 a, HOLIRAINFREE 3 a, ARG, HOGIR/ T BEH LR
ZH A SR IR R R B B (12%) W1 5 T X B4 (7% )
ARG R OCAR A FXS B AL 7E FLACS RJG55 1 d #8 4
AR T RS IR e 2 Re e BR AR, 7 OB IR 4 FR A B R

AR EEREHESTK

i ARHTHR

ORI 5

R 2R H;‘TW'%E

A e e F il A HR (B£S . monHle) (A IRIE (G mmH min AR DiEieas
=0 MMUE) (xS mmHg) T &) (X%s , mmHg)
Catalys AR AR g i Icare 14.120.4 33.2+1.1 21.4x0.9 19.124.4  De Giacinto 72019
R JEFE A (L0 Schiotz 15.6+2.5 25.9+5.0 27.7%5.5 (1 min ) Schultz 251712013
PN Icare— PRO 17.5+2.4 28.9+3.2 26.6+4.0 Kerr 2518 2013
LensAR AR JEZfil/KIA Icare 13.90+4.00 19.57+6.21 Xu Z:712020
AR TonoPen 20.57+4.49  54.65+10.95  23.186.2 Wang' ' 2022
LenSx NAR 2 fal ek e Icare 13.8+0.4 24.2+1.4 20.2+1.2 De Giacinto 251°72019
P! (SoftFit) Icare 13.67+3.82 16.65+5.50 Xu 2517 2020
NS T ) MEMS Jt4F 32.4+3.4 Talamo 25112013
il 5E JE IS
Victus AR GRS TonoPen Avia  17.2+3.2 42.1£10.8 13.8+3.4 Baig %[212014
S
Femto W AEERTAR leare— Pro 11.9+2.7 35.0£7.6 15.3+7.5 10.6£2.5 Ebner %501
LDV 78 A (2 min /) 2017
AR Schiotz 9.4+3.6 41.8+12.7 5.6+2.9 5.2+2.7
(2 min )
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W BE TR R I B TG, ST AN I 2 A TE TR R
T OCHR A3 I — 25 A0 o3, 6 B AL 3R hy < R AR, HL A4 for
THHERRIR A ASRIERR A TR JF Bk Z Mgt LA
Bﬁzﬁﬂi( conventional phacoemulsification surgery, CPS) papitEt
WM, R R S Z AT A CPS AR J5 X IR e A9 52w 28
o, BIFEE T JGHR A0 DGR B8 v, CPS AR MR B AR 1Y
i 5 AR T 2R R R B IE He , ELRA A TR 4E 10 21,
FLACS 7% £ Xif MR R T Bk 22 RS i o itk — 20052
Wang %5 324G T HR RSB0 POAG & (12 1)) FI
JEF LR (91 IR ) 1T FLACS ( LensAR ) 1 18] IR K T &5
Y52 0], A8 B W5 | 22 A A TR FUBCR T S 513005 5 s
Z NIRRT A% 3 UK, OB (R, 4 R 3R W] . 2 S
7E FLACS 3372 7 iR %l (axial length, AL) 5 R JE T} 55 2 17
ARG, TR AT AR | o ok I JSE 88 R0 1550 s i ALK/ 5
RIS IEA S, b, HAREOLIR B A ML, POAG
R AL K FE SR T 2 B A fORE G T B 3 i HLAE
24 POAG L FIEE T OCHR2H v, B A7 S 808 i
FARIARCR o X ) RE S PN K AL WAEBE S BRI
AR BRZSFL, T AT LA 2> FLACS i i 8 v 25k U )
R AR OCHR el Hh TSR T [mIBME 11, POAG F.
ZHAIEE T OCIR I 2H 2 1] 9 £8 5 N B 49485 , 7T BE 2338 Bl
—Be g TE AR 25 W OT SR R I R AR X I R 2
FLACS 19 58 2 R 228 5 S A A 3k 6 2, e LR IR Al %
FLHY POAG [, N % B H] FLACS,
2.2 FLACS Xt R MINBER R FLACS 51 1Y%
BT HR T R A T B A A A 2 05 N T R Y
T3 WSS D, HOET BRI R E DG T Y )
Alvarez—Ascencio 257 gy AR i PACG B3 (9 #)
I POAG 3 (5 Bi) 17 FLACS (LenSx) ,Bfi)i 1 a J5 5t
S5, A R RS WS IR A 1 a XY 0 BRAR,
21 R B O 2 I 2% ( mean deviation, MD ) | ¥ B 45 %4
(visual field index, VFI) | & 44 %7 1IE ¥ JJ ( best corrected
visual acuity, BCVA) It 5 G IR 25 4 %5 i 34 oA 1 A8 4k,
WG] FLACS 765 A 03 75 56 IR A8 3 v (g 32
R4, MR T 8 ok S B NS b 2808 22 fy i e | B RE A o
B ARVCE XS IR L) K A AR MD 1 VFI 3 Fl A 8
B, BN B8 22 (1 W4 5 DGR S D 58 45 2R 0
W S S0 T il S A AR5 file = S R L BT 1 T
SEPE SRR XA — T 25 5 e PR 0 e P A AR T
Sk, Salimi %y — 30 [ M BF 58 3F £l T FLACS
(Catalys ) X 84 4252 1 5 EHR F AR (57 R ) AR IST AL
e 4tk KRG 1 a BCVA I F k3% | 5 OGHR 25 Bt
M 2.11.5 PR 1.8+1.4 A ,*$ﬁtt(cup—to—disc ratio,
CDR) MD 1 R il 3 22 21 4 ]2 )& & ( retinal nerve fiber
layer thickness, RNFL) Fl i 28 57 40 i — P9 A\ R 2 T B
(ganglion cell-inner plexiform layer thickness, GC—-IPL) &H
WEAA, FRGIREIRIZ CR REXBUE CIRA G 1
BAERULIE 2N, SR, Geyer 45 5T L2 T 4l H
Ziemer LDV 78 ' W 1A ST F) 45 e A DG 1 N I A8 4%
(FLACS #H 222 R, CPS #1 39 R ) 47 FLACS #1 CPS A i,
ARJG 1.3.6 mo 25 JEI L W 5 i 28 2F 4 )22 )8 B (- peripapillary
retinal nerve fiber layer thickness, PRNFL) f9 7% fk, & 3
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FLACS 411 CPS 41 R J5 PRNFL Y78 # (43514 17% Fl
5.1%) (HML ] FLE2E S AN B Geit 27 3 L (P<0.05) .
FLACS 4 Fr A % FR i PRNFL F1°F-34 PRNFL 4B H 8 17—
BUW TR, XKW FLACS FIAES: S 20 PRNFL 28, H A
HIASH B85 78 FLACS AR J5 7l 68 B 45 B ) 90 3 ) % FR
PRNFL 25, IRt T PRNFL {832 3 45 18 19 (3 P9 s A
0 FLACS RIS = AL 50, i 75 i — 20 B9 i 50 R F
B CIR BF R A AR 2
3 FLACS EFXMREBEHHIMA
3.1 FLACS 5 CPS A PACG 2E ML BE#ME X T
J& & VE A ff B5 JG R ( primary angle closure glaucoma,
PACG) &I 1 A B 07 Bl R A 28 25 el T MR 17 B (1)
g ALGET- ATy Ty ) B e DRI XE | A IS PN 1 400 i 25 2
Hahn fa BEU) R 1 N AR 0 R 4 o TR S A O
KE W FLACS AIETFRALE |5 FORG A 5 (L 30548 i
KN, I HLd 2 O T A% 8 /0 i 75 LA RE &, AT AR 4
FA RPN BRI = 5 7K e I el 20 i s DA R 2 4 L 7 4
Y BN I P R EGE B SR PACG, R B
AR A bt SR AR 1 ik

Zhou 55" [y — it [8] B F 5% LB T FLACS 5 CPS
TRIT T OCHR G I A VAT B I P B S8 (R 7 8, A AT
PR (anterior chamber depth, ACD) /NTF 2.4 mm,I0P >
21 mmHgi35 106 IR, A 10P #- IR L 7 (uncorrected
distance visual acuity, UDVA) 57 1E ¥ F1 ( corrected distance
visual acuity, CDVA) | BT 48 % ( object scatter index,
OSI) I 7 A i %5 B ( endothelial cell density, ECD) Fll
N Bz 408 = 2% R (endothelial cell loss, ECL) , 25 3% & #L AR
Jii 6 mo FLACS 41 ECL,OSI fit F CPS 41 ( P<0.01) , R J5
1d,2 wk,1.3 mo I} IOP UDVA .CDVA ECD W4 [t g 2=
SEHGEF R L WA IS B B R e
SRS JE RS A O R E . R R AT 26 IR DAL
it FE A SRR AR B2 485K T P8 ( capsular tension ring, CTR) 18
R (69.2%) , Hirh FLACS 41 4 R, % M40 14 IR . FLACS 21
FA CTR %4 ECTF CPS 4 (P=0.027), Ik, 5155
FARA M, FLACS W] LAY /D AR v N B 451493 9 ik 36 4L i Jo
i BRI AT EOLIR B F AR CTR WA A 2
R B AR R (RN 9 AR 1 23 SR 15 1
1, ST B OGAR A 98 A bR iEBe = Hik . X = 45 0k
££ PACG 5 53 1 60 IR, Hirt FLACS 41 28 44 30 i}, CPS
21 25 151 30 MR, Lb %5 5 41 88 L ot A v oF- 34 R ARRE T fE 1
( cumulative dissipated energy, CDE) |75 %% # 7 F, 4k B [a]
(effective phacoemulsification time, EPT) Ll & R & ECL,F
IR AE &I, FLACS 4R+ EPT A1 CDE ¥ i KT
CPS 4H(P<0.05) ,RJ5 1 wk,1.3 mo It ECL I k% KA
HRWEALT CPS 4 (P<0.05), X5 FLACS d N Kb
TS fobR AR 11547 101 B A% Ab 38 B B2 40 G, T 8¢/ 1 CDE
S EPT W] E A% REART AR XS A BB B i O R e . %o
INRAE AP J7 1, FLACS Bk & GSL IBYT PACG £ IFH
PBEA B T F- AR AT A LR SR WA ISR
FLACS 5 CPS 7E [ B 85 AR i R ASCR T 1 TG W 2%
5 Stanojeic % HEA T — T0U R M A AL X BRGS0 40 A
400 I N B R BT 12 mo K BLPRLL R EAEAL ) DL
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RO A0 RPN B A 25 R 38 T T R AR T T T TC 22 7
Favuzza % LA FLACS 5 CPS {477 1 P 3% AR5 Al
s ST L, 5 A1 FLACS AR Bk o f 42 41
L PR B I 3 v 1 CPS L, {E W A S8 T B IR VE I
W2 HAETHA TR I 200 T 6 IR A il R
X ECBFIEAD | i s A B I HTIE PR SR 50 iE FLACS
(ETT OGHR A A I R ASCR .

XFFHT B | AR A TR PACG J87 , i SE 3R B
@RI e I W SR INGIE $1TEFSE 47 £ 35N
1% Azuara—Blanco Z£"7E 5 MEZ 30 £ K IRBHE B
AT — I 2 s RFEA R I BEALX B PR T R
WA BRIA YT PACG JBRE YT AL, TR A 419
BI4ERY>504 T F N BE 10P>30 mmHg A9 J5 & M B £ 5K
[4] ( primary angle closure, PAC) o PACG 3, 45 RiFsE,
b5 R S it 0% JE i BT B U0 JF R (laser peripheral
iridotomy, LPL) #H [, 5 B & IR 4K 5 BR ( clear lens
extraction, CLE ) I 5 J7 8505 3 47 | UAS &G 25 o8 &, W AR
PAC 8} PACG B —ZiR)T . HIECT CPS,FLACS BAY
TSR, 94 T O A AT R A Y 7 R AR B R
I FH T & B O H A T 19 2 4 1k, i CLE 3897 PACG
5 PAC $20E 7 HOR S BA T AR AT 5, (HIE
SEE A BT AT AT AT e 52 e A0 58 2y B 1Y I AAE , #
SyeEE R, R L% £ CLE b AR 3 HL AR 4 14 4
St
3.2 FLACS ATHmBEXRIEERE PEHECIRIELARG
Gy KA NEE BT ARETAEAE AT B T IR S 265 | Aotk A
A FE v A R B 20 B g B /0 AR i, JO R B LR
PEAT I B AE I T TR B e R e i AT A a4
FR 55 T Tk DR A P [ e s B 1 A5 08 ok DX, 4R J5 TE IR
R MR AR B8 A G 3 1 ) A

Salimi 25" FYRFTE B FLACS X T34 4% % 14 75 Y6 IR
FARMBE RS ML 2T, Hh e 551k
HERFA (16 ) ANEYIERA (13 #1) Schlemm 45 BB
AR (8 4) XEN B F IR B AR (6 #1) 7GR
IR EAL AR (6 B1) | b5 A B0 B /N R UJFF R (GATT,
4. 411) BERASCEEAR (2 B]) LiStent FLAAR (1 Bi]) Fi/ gk
TR (160 FERTG 1 a IR (T0P) R 2552 1
PERRE T A & A AR L) M FAR I 8w . % 8%
T OGHR T A L 00 5 B I SR 4552 U8 TR Y R
(VAL n=25) FEEME S FARMEE (AEEL A, n=32)
ML RAS AT 1AM AT, A5 2 ) T AR R TG
A =S il = ST =l 121 I P gy Q7 o 3 e P X [
FEMIERAEN 1 B /NI AR LR A R T —
Sk B, ARG 3 wk HARIKE , AR IR H ELHR
PR YL sl oAb I &0 . BRI FLACS X TR e g 1 i Y
SRR AT T R L DX 53X R FLACS 764
) AR H 0 07 AR T 08 2l . — R B R Y
T REMEOCRT B A IR BOE IR TR T AN RO BROR
JE G BEANR G RO, N IZ TR EA RIFILZ 2k,
ek TRGIR RARE  JF AR T OGRS T fE
XS T A BB M A 5 OGRS FLACS W] g2 —Fh 22 4
BYRERE BT R AR 913 i e 3, IS AT Bk A % X Bl 5

AT AR A2 R &
3.3 FLACSEX&HEMBENRF AR Manning AN TR
BI7E CPS B¢ FLACS R it 47 75 ZLALRIAE A iStent F9F
RN A, AT A B G HIR R IR R AR A 63 B, L
o FLACS 41 (LenSX F-£5) 23 R, CPS £ 40 W, %+ A 5 H
2 MR AN R AT 3 AT 5 & AR TR A s B
R A5 517 55 BUAL, R S5 6 mo, S35 TOP [&A%, -3
RO e RAF, DRI A iStent 2%
A FENRAE S N BET AR B A B B8 S R PR B Hb 42
61 TR BT 5 R T A | kG T P TR R I R RE I JC IR A A
AU, FEBC A CPS Fil FLACS B0 T #5618 5 B9 s R
Horpr 17 FLACS ( LenSx ) B, £ e W 5| 19 3 7 2% 5 30 il 45
FoR, JUHGEXS F/NGE M R /N i 4 T B
SXEENBA &, T REAS Y I AL T AL A iStent B9 1T REE
B FEBC A iStent A A F-AR o, FLACS B0 FH A A T 45 Bl
B D3 7K I E T R B iStent HHE ]
34 FLACS MATREKEMELZAAEETHER MK
AR Bk 24k 22 A 61 AP T DG HIR 2 it R R 7 G HIR B —
P T AR TR ek B2 K 5 | e L BEL i B0 B i %, (45130
AR, ELAOLT T2 R X TR O Al B 2 BED) O AT A
FHGE T OCT BN REE BRI A2 b 1 Bk = 2006 s 5
T B PR BT PRI | D 1 I R Y A R Y

Gedar Totuk 255 i FH T LensAR ¢ 2 &3 45 T
FLACS 87T 4 1 SRR IR 5 B IR 5 1y s, 4 il 2ok
BE (21056 2,2 4] 72 %) B FEA IR R T+ (60,5451,
35 mmHg) . ¥ 1 5 (ACD 43 %124 1.37.2.49 2. 14 #l
2.23 mm) | F K B IS BV 1 P9 I, RORD R B 7
W RIS A 3 R R REAT FLACS, AR £ 35 i 28 5
JEEHTRS , S RO TR R WA RE TS R Y) TR
X3 PR R AR T CPS, LA 1 ] ACD % IR
(2.49 mm) W FIFF5E K FLACS, HA I B 5E . %
TN R ACD<2.49 mm 1) f8 35 AN 3G B H LensAR 0%
ZY04T FLACS, NN LensAR B0 2 48 A RE VA A 55 T8
S, DM SORT DA i e AR PO 2 4 i R AR DR TG 1
TRV AR R B, Kranitz 55 (3e] i LenSx OGRS
TE 1 FIRTHIREL. 19 mm, iR T 62 mmHg /9 2P etk AR R
PEF G IR B3 P s D dE 4T T FLACS, %9 1 o Je 47
Nd : YAGEEHT AU H A | BEJ5AE A Malyugin F 317 ALK
PEY I , B S5 AT FLACS SRR AR I A, R CEMY
FERTAE Malyugin FREEFLY 948 1055 BT B2 ] etk 4
T EIR . T AR, 2408 & WA R, X TR
TRAT D I BB SR CRP A A 75 2 0 B R LA S KA
B RIS . X BRIRBLE A 70 T A WG T
VEDRFR I IE B0 PTG AR A1 R4 A5, LB XT AR & 1 1
PR A AE BT, J KRB B R A5 R G 3
AR RE

Xu ZETHRGE T 1B LPT RS A7 EHR #2517 FLACS
(LenSX) Ji &4 T EMEE YR 2B AL 22.57 mm, ACD
1.96 mm, fiRAAJERE 5.05 mm , A R Bk v o A
fEFLAA/NE 2 mm JOP FHE £ 69 mmHg, % 1€ KWRMEOG
A BRI ] 1510 B 28 R E M i PR 2K S B T v, TN
TREMHOE UL BLS T R R N AR, S BB LG /) B &
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BB OCIR . TR KR 25 W07 R LA AR Y
BRATERT % B H IR R 2R IEH . Grewal 557 4t
BT B 70 2R Lotk vk M B O IR B E
(IOP 55 mmHg, ACD 1.25 mm) 1T FLACS ( Catalys ) i 2 H
AT R EEFLEA A . FLACS AR 417 b iR 2 FZ o
SN R FL , IR R D5, 76 % %3 7 v i85 A URHR AR A
T I BOGAAR T W2 434 s iR 1M1 R B R T
FABERG O, B L 1) e FLREL A . R bl B ol R R R
GUERIFS TR i 22 e ) 45 0, A0 A 58 SO IR A
BT J5 2 THTRTRREAL , ¢ B 23 B 3950, 2 min 5 B2 1 i AL
PR IR , BT IR W PG, BFEE U IR
Vil 2 A e FL BEL T 140 At 1 = DR 3R L2 B MR PRy 2 ) o B 7
B IS SR SR X RN FRA T LS b3 | 1
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