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Abstract

e Primary angle closure glaucoma ( PACG) is the leading
type of glaucoma in Asia, especially in China. PACG still
has a high proportion of angle closure after laser
peripheral iridectomy ( LPl). Plateau iris is one of the
non-pupillary blockage factors that cause angle closure.
With the wide application of ultrasound biomicroscopy
(UBM) in ophthalmology, the understanding of plateau
iris has been deepened continually. This paper will
elaborate the concept, mechanism, prevalence,
relationship with angle closure, diagnostic criteria and the
treatment of plateau iris, aiming to have a deeper
understanding of the relationship between plateau iris and
PACG, and to provide references for the treatment and
research of PACG in the future.
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Ji kM f B 6 BR ( primary angle — closure
glaucoma , PACG) /&1 & FEY , 4 571 2 v ], e a6 it 7y LHR
A 5O AR A 91% , f&FEM A, b5 A L
il 35 B FL BELAF ( pupillary block , PB) 1 i AL B #F , A it
FLBELATS AL ] 4 455 J) 370 o B S JE | o B AR S 478 A A7 6 T
BER AR HTE | = R BT A% ( plateau iris ) 200 IR E PACG Y
R 38.19% g ol i FLBELA L 7. 19 Sy 5 2l e e L RH
T ,54.8% R ZFHLEI AT . Ng 2 48 H O R A i 1)
%A (laser peripheral iridotomy , LP1) J5 /55 i5 58% /) & & 1)3
3R P A O DAL R AT R Sy v R T R IR AR L T
FEFITIREIR PR BEA o o 8 T AR 5 1R 5 A O PAT 19 I L L
MHRZ—, WY PACG B3 LPLJ5 2 1/3 4775 & KA T
JEC B PACG BR [ H0 B 7 2 B B ( mean deviation,
MD) <~20dB ] = #8 U I L4585 T 5400 22 BT Y PACG
IR (MD=-12dB)"’,

1 75 78 ML AR 3 A0 12 BT AR 4

e KT R TR e B T B TR B W) T B A BT SR
Bl 53 55 £ OGP 1) K3 v i P ARG AR U R L A
AR R AR 5 A AL A AT AR AR 4R B ) R B AT,
TEAL T 8 MO T 5 75 4% . 1958 4F | Tornquist B SCH2 H & #8
U X — A3 . 1960 4T, Shaffer HE 57 T i K8 T R A9 HE 4%
VTR A, A A A B N OB R R T IR 2R A AR
(plateau iris syndrome, PIS) 55 75 R T A A ( plateau iris
configuration, PIC) X 73 F 3k . L4 S, PIC fZ 45 7 Jil
AT REDIERA O/ T AR) B H M AE W) W I B A A rp e
A 5 IR B ( central anterior chamber depth, CACD ) #H X 1F
RN S S W BN SRR v o 0 BAIE | B R NS S i <]
— AT AT RS PIC MOAY %S B A vl ik A i
I EETI S A T F R, U PIC 55 A 8 4 i AL BHL i R &K
PIS W48 78 J5 3 i RREDI B AR J5 A B 1 AFDRT i L BEL# 477
HA% PIC W45 FFRAE , CACD HMIXT IE %, 25 57 £ B2 4G 25 iF
S pr AR TERE LR (A R/ 25W) J5 & SRR T
TH&E

[ 8 7= A ) W 48R ((ultrasound biomicroscopy , UBM )
TEMRBFR 2 W, AR e e B DA IR A, H
HIOCT PIC S Wil 45 SCHRITF A —3, H— B2 e )5 34
WA ) Bk AR 5 #E 47 PF #r . Mochizaki 251 )12 W7 A5
(UBM &) G 45 BE AR AR R € , 4 T80 8] 0 T R DA B 5708
GEPAT 5 W REEAR T 1R L 30 07 B 5 8 i 1 I A 5 v ke
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T30 BRI I 2% . A XF 4 AR Y UBM ER 53
Bt B PIC 73958 2 PIC(MEIRIA S8 41 %) A 56 4=
PIC(BERIAFAATE ) o 1 Kumar 55 (1412 Wi b 2 78
WG LR b 3 75 T 2 A~ B A e, HLZ= /0 2 DGR 2
DA B2, A% N PIC,

PIS J2AE PIC HHERN b F1 %2/ 25 Wy O 1P 25 55 /A 5%
P IR Ty i IR I g R ) g B L0 ol 58 4 PIS
FURSE4E PIS, Hoh 58 M PIS J2 46 b5 A OC A1 2 /N 42 [
5 Schwalbe [GZk, H1 T 57 7K ¥t th A2 BELAE IR JR 7 s AN S8 42
P PIS S48 b5 M BB 43 (J B8 /N R0 ) G, 1157 /N 32 R AT £
FEFFHL, Dok A AT E g, MR AT e TE 3 Ja I, A 2
WA R e IR s T i n] BE 55 DI RE D A5G P 1 (8 S 1R
K,

H I, 2 W R T Y - B AL 65 B A B2 L UBM. TR iy
B2 A Wi 2 F1H (anterior segment optical coherence
tomography , AS—OCT) , Z/E W ¥h G N b4, b5 M ik 4
I A IS~ /N T PO 5 fh 5 ) 30 0 S r] i 1] ey SR RS 5 T
JBESF-JH B ™ 5 Bl 2 B A G A 5 IBUEAIE (IR AR sigma
fiE ), R JIE 35 B0 A — A TE SR 8 1 4% 38 IR A O I T
TET7E Al R AR TE KPR i M, UBM MR &2 2 A4
GRRE R VAR 2600 (1) BEROR AT HE,, 1 1500 20 0 J5E 1A 25
HE/NGEFAT 5 (2) ML REARTE A B2 R AR AL BE BT s J5 1) T
JEAA 5 (3) BB AE ; (4) BRI 2K ; (5) TR — SR BRI
N~ 5 e i (FE DU 2K - L) B WL 177, AS-0CT
P4 3 IR Ry T REEARL S 1 A e B8 2 B P 8 J ) A o
ST RSP v i B A X RR T  HSR AS—-OCT Al sk
e A 7 AR 5 43 HER A IR F B G, nl e s A
i, fH AS-OCT ANAE 7 ML 55 1T A% 25 48] (A 45 BEIRAAS ) |
PRI AP 32 W e R A S TR 4 UBM RS ™ I s 1 %
W R A £ T UBM T S 320, HL AT S 2 MR
PR, H T2 8 e A B0 ) >R T UBML A2, e ifs A7
5T R IR B 2% 2] (deep learning, DL) B.9% &2 45, ) UBM
PR hy i 8 A2 W ) 2 25 B, X IR P g O PR 9
7 (primary angle—closure disease , PACD) [ {457 % /L &
5 #1 K] ( primary angle—closure suspect, PACS) | J& & 14 7
M ( primary angle—closure, PAC) 2 PACG ] 7E LPI Ja 4Ty
TEAEFE b4 5 A & 4] (appositional angle—closure, AAC) f
BRI AS—OCT [EI5I2 Wi i 18 ML, BEURKBE S 87.9% ,
FrSEEER 97.6%

2 BAANL AR FIFNAE | F o =

1992 4ETT Ui i UBM WFJE i 8 158 14 g #5146 25, A
A e B T B T R 4 Y — R f )7 S | R SR A W )
AT REEAR LI BR /O AL (5 i T IR A8 R AA L/ 28 e 1
WA HR 5 e AR 5 TR, A T IS AR 5 5 /0 2 A O
(PIC) , 7 [ L HICOR I T JIEEAR 5 15 /)N B2 1 A 435 fh v -
M (PIS) , 1 HURA 70~ 80 MHEIRZE , & G FREER %
MR NFIERARS IR WAE2E 5 L B T IR ZE AT B £F:
BRI T 2 A, A PR 2R 200 o) s e JES JE o AR 7 47 A
A8 BRIV B SR A A B T S R AR 2 ) A 3
B 455 189 1) R o R AT A0 T L T R A L B
ARVRHGE T LA R B PSR Y s 8 0 A RV
TH 27T B2 IR SRR NG & B i B PO BEIE 3 WAL, AN RE
AN e R SN SR N P ivw N e 3iliK FSS o)k -a =
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E1 LPIEERSEITEY UBM B& A0 E- 5 M Em,
B BERIAERINE ; C. REARVATE R ; D MBS A , Cornea I ; Iris
H-]\IH_’%‘PO

S ERIRPRIRRT RS 25 5. BLAh, i T B B SR
A IR T S P A 4 1 TR 2 (o BEBR 5 B Y
FACTTRE, L, RERAARTT et n] BB 24k & T H N F &
ab AR R A B A% RN R AT AT B S B AR A
GEARI

ST 1R R UL B ) R A ST B AR 2> . Roberts 45 $i%
BT 3 FIHEATHRE ) (long anterior zonule, LAZ) B B4
UBM B 5 H 7 & f8 0 B 9 4 05, B8R K & B S163R
CTRPS Z& 55, {H #E I LAZ 7T B85 /&5 #H UL BE A 5, Abe
AU T 1 B 15 % 1 PACG 4 I 100 90 i {6 22 A5 1k e
UBM EMGUF SEA7AE = il B 5, SE PRI 45 50 CRB1 3L [

Mz B2

X o T B R fiE FL BH iy FR CACD 1 L Ase i 38 5 A
—3, —SEHFSE R LPT 5 i A R CACD ik ™7,
— SRS I BRI S AT — S R LPT S P
JoZe GG o, LPT i e kY R AR Y Dy
£ U - JEE 2 £y ( scleral —iris angle, STA) IFLAR — B AR {4
Je £ (scleral —ciliary process angle, SCPA) 8%, /NG
PRAKEE S (trabecular ciliary process distance , TCPD ) 1L
HAEPRAACHE B (iris ciliary process distance , ICPD) B i G T3
PRI PACG fRAE A BIF 9 7o v R
FLBH A AR AE 5 A AR | SR AR JEEBE (lens thickness, LT) Al
P RAAHEES (lens vault, LV ) 2505 i JC ik 35 22 527000
ISRBIIEBRE
3.1 PACD SRBIIFEERE LT m b i R e %, 4%
FAREA— B — U520 ] UBM W% PACS f§
# LPLJG i R UL IR A 0 % 32.3% 7, 5 i LPI
S e T R P AR SR AE YN B 33.3%, TR AR
321%™, PACG H3 i H8 T 58 14 £6 9 36 7687 n  hy
32.8%'Y  ZE [ K 31.7%'Y , BB Ky 28.7% ', H A Ky
31.68%"" ~37.0% " | % Je HF 36% %, Verma %R
AS-OCT B 58t & B PACG SR & 2 1/3 171 = 8 T B
M H A B — TR 58 0 @78 PAC & PACG H3 LP1JE{LA
17.6% F7 1 i R
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5 2R & 5 # 5% 4] (acute primary angle—closure,
APAC) R AH L, 18 % J5 % ¥ b7 #A 5 H] ( chronic primary
angle—closure, CPAC) IR A5 & Z A7 75 1= F8 5T % (31.6% ws
16.9%) **' . BV —IGHFSE s APAC R k8 o B 28
RN 6.3% , Mochizuki 25" HF 55 I K APAC XF
AR 5 48 M P M B 7 % HR ( chronic angle — closure
glaucoma, CACG ) 15 T Y BB R AH L (37. 0% ws
34.6%) . LA AW ST 45 A [ o) 6E 5 098 AN HE L FEAS
e R TR A SO AR A G

TR R O B R UL T 30 ~ 50 & &k, G H R i
MRS A B IR A AS-OCT &A% AT [\l 55 4 23 A7
TR IR VR T R A M AL B AR AR R HLA R IR

S R R O R A A LR L R R TP,
Host LR TR B Y fk Wil R Easb ™ |
S2HAABBEXREES KRS BIUIREERE  Sakata
DR A 329 Y IE H IR A7 78 K AR 8RR TR 78 T 2%
Mansoori %" 7 3 20.14% F) 1E % R UBM &% &R IR
AT HEPEREIR T T 2K | 17.56% HAG 1 FH T BE 18 BT A6 R 1iF
BT RS /INGER 3 fih . A 78 B3 A BT A1 855 DGR (open
angle glaucoma, OAG) 10.2% 1775 15 18 o > , 0AG
BEPE 19.2% A 16 R I B SN 6 E S FE ¢
A N AR T O6 IR A R A R Y AR e R 4 G
25.2% 24.1% .20.9% , 1% A5 i F 2 7Y R E AR
e AR A5 5 [ N 5 R T R 5 A 55085 T A (angle recess
area, ARA) B /N T TR L $EOR AT BETE 45 5 &4 A
KM,

A SEINESERAXANXR

5 $0 R A 43 S 4 ik 1 5 6 DG AT ( AAC, SR B 14 5
FOC AL ) R RE R B M O PR [ORID AT BE R 30 T R
(peripheral anterior synechia,PAS) ], 405 LPT fi# B g £L FH
i Ie AR AAC, UL WA e JE i FLBE # L], PACS HR
£ LP1J5 B F Bk A 41547 53.3% % /0 180° FZAEUT I - 55 £
P fi, Horr 29.29% 45 A w5 R8T RE A2 0 U8 I R R A i
J& LPLJS B A G fE R I 3R 22— — 0 [l Jost 7 i 5 43
BT T AR <40 2 (19 P41 FA AL DGR B A DG A Y J R, v
PIS 15 52.29% "7 %t 60 % LATF R E B O B
HA Il JEsE A A 5 A & AT BB VT R R IS PIS YRR R
549 XI5 24 0, A6 AR AR 0 BB D AR A
B R AR ) T S 4 B3, PIS S Hedie e UL il g PR
Kumar % &3 PACS Fl PACG ¥ LPI1 )52y 23.4% il
24.3% HA BRI R4 i A RRAE (BT A G B X T A g -
Bifdiefi, [ % B PACG B3 LPIJ5 22.5% 4 Fi 4k
BT B — P R B M, HI C AR L A R B — T A T
134 1] 134 HE 1 [E PAC F1 PACG B UBM BF9% B,
LPI G54 63.4% M 83 KA =1 AR AAC,29.1% K
Az 2 DRI AAC; =1 A PR B0 i #8158 % A= R
36.6% , =2 PR BR R LI K A2 R AUN 9.7% 5 15 AAC
B JE DR v T R T ey 447 % | T RS T A A D B %
TIUT R AE AL DL A B PR s R R U B PACG
U g A i FLREL A AL, {H AT BEIFANJE PACG #4037 16
Fr PRI 28, AAC T R B e 8 A R0 T00 5 1 OG A HL A TR R
ARG PR S

KT OAG FAETE MR A5 A8 2 8 A 1 e IR 2

AN TR A 0 AT A 2 — ol LR A Y A B AR
OAG 55 1Y 1o R IS AS 2 DA e 2 B 2 /N2 I, 9K 1 s 25
R T HE A% R A AR R 5 TS | AU ) o o o B 2 3 ¥
AR, Rt A T RE U5 Mo AR E GRS R i
I 2 A 7 Y MR A v A0 o 2 R il A 00 R AR BR A iy
e, {EL A K 1 IR T e ofF e B — /0 532 %4 ) B 8 3, ] L
1k B f S IR B
5 BENRSRMEE KR

Prata 25 % 13 BIA S5 B OGHR £ AR /T UBM
EUEIEAT AT, 1T UL 2L BRCHR 11T 55 1 R IR 1% 11T 1 , 85% i
TNAEAE (A8 M, — T[] B F 5T 0 BT T 115 B4 R
(<45 %) PACG B# IR &7 66.19% , o 87 4
HEAT T /NRYIRAR ARG 21 10 & P OB IR Y 42
71 IR Al R AR T (o 8 ) R R I AR S & A
MO R R
6 SEILRAETT

LPT AN BE AR A7 7 i 174 77 6 R A8 3 R i B 1)
i 2, DRI AS BB 56 4 3k 4 B £ 5 P N BIR PR T
WE—IRIT
6.1 ZG¥IiRYTr 1€ PACG IRYT P LPL A5 ISR IR 7t
N B AETE PIS, T PIS (14 4 AE |, Xof v K8 T SR v] K
0 SRy 5 /i I FH T S 2 o T RV, I e i A
Bl P AP i, PSR € Ay IR HR A S 43 JR) 30 T BB, B i
LR AE AT s 11 JIORE B 1) 52 i 43 45 o R ) A Ak A
Ko B FORAE T AR, A5 RO 05 f, R B 3 2t
W R AL i i ) 30 55 /N S I ) B A B T s /K
AL (R R R B 20% ~25% , {8 A fE 58 4 T B i -/
)R] R R P S AR O R T B AR AR
(argon laser peripheral iridoplasty , ALPT) Ji5 53 f ¢
TSI TIEOCIRYT I B (RN B 2R B i
Sl LR /N B8N LT 0 S B A MR TR B
S v L - By K B B R R T RR R LA AR I SR R

SN
6.2 BB sT
6.2.1 LPl  PACG HRiEERIWIIRIGIT & LPT, 8 1 ki 2 iy i

U 18 ) 25 % gt A L BELIARY (5 0er A S | 5 T L AR
RS G . [ LPT 2 B S IRY7 , LAHERRAT o] i L
BELY PR 28, A7 B T A = R B AR a2 ) e R 2wt
PACS & HEAT LPT i B PR35 7 14 B AL BRI R R 56 &
B LPL G 2wk, T A AS-OCT 2503 W & T+ & SR i 78
LPI J&5 2wk ~ 18mo , 1R 7 BR 5 ARG Y7 BR 1) 5 FA 0 13 1) Wl 3%
TR, AR T IR T R B S AR LPT AT YA 38 R
S 5, e I R L BEL s AR JBS A 9, RAE 5 0 S AT 1) IS, 40
ANBE R AR A T Py 25, B AF Y K 5l R BEAE AE
ALV PIS, i M B W AR 78 BUAE R T e kR 5
4k PIS Xt PIS HRFFURAT LPT, JLP- 2 J0RLAY

6.2.2 ALPI  ALPT 27 FHAR R et 3O % i 535 5T A o 4
AR A e e 4 | 72 o, 300 T T 05 A i — Rl iRy O =K
I 200 ~ 400mW 19 BB &, FFEERTE] 0.1 ~0.5s, XF
360° i b B 5 B 20 ~ 24 AN A R BN ZR 5~6 4
S0 AT AAC, FRARS 6 1 b A S A A RURS: T
BRERZFIIGYT = f8 UL EE , — 0[] J5T 0 55 %5 ALPT
TG I5 Y e KT B R 2 B T 6a L) L b 87.0% 48 1 WK
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ALPLIRYT G, FEHEABE DTV B) 55 A 25 PR 46 T ik, 1 13.0%
FETT R ALPLJG 5~9a b5 M1 281 G M), & 8 U0 Y7 )5 Bl
FHIF R, T— BT g AR Kt ] 3R K
JEBER OSBRI W] REFE SR 140 67 B2 ) 1Y) G A

SR, OCF ALPL X =AU B A LPL IS AAC 1A
ISP RCH OF JE B9ARGE , A ALPT BYT7 R AT 4522 A I 4a,
LR (T7% ) T BT RIBIT (36% 083 TR, 41% iR
I REFALA) Y HABIFEIEMN T ALPL G 5 8 T 5
AR, YIRS 6a J5 & IS FEZEAR LR G 2 AR A
(+0.2mmHg) "7 | iX — 45 5 Peterson %' (- 1.6mmHg)
Fl Romito 25 (=1.56mmHg,-10% ) ROBFFE &5 AR, 5
AT D 1a KB, AR FE AR I 1Y 19.6mmHg
FFE#) ALPL J5 55 — K B U7 B ) 15.6mmHg, HR R (%
4.0mmHg(20% ) ; Bfii)i 6a & M, ALPI J5 5 J5 — K B 5
JIACHR M SF-44 18.7mmHg 1) 18.5mmHg, {¥ F [£0.2mmHg
(19%) " HEMBE AN, X TFAUAEAE AAC HR R A
S5 Y TE 0 s AR U TR, ALPL 87 &8 500 T % T 4778
792 PAS HLHRJET i s 245405 % | etRAAR I KR B & B
OB kAR P RCE A b)Y

i A WA 2 5 31 6 (pattern scanning laser,
PASCAL) HEAT J& 3210 S i8R 4R35 , A R AHES T ALPI,
PASCAL il i1 T BT AR 2 — B 6 7 e 8 L 842 2 A7 3K
FE £, AFATS 5 B8 R RE AR I A [R) B i 1) BF 5% i — 2B
B
6.3 FAREFF LPI Fl ALPI RS HR4E b ff ¢ A 1
HL AT NI BROR | CRAR S BROR L B AR o R
( goniosynechialysis, GSL) . PN 8 5% 5] 5 B Rk 4K 58 82 R
(endoscopic eyclophotocoagulation , ECP)
6.3.1 INBYIBRAR  —EHLUOR/NPYIBRASE T ICHR 1) 32 22
TRIT O, BRI A s R R AT T 5 B I REUR
— BT 20 A4 RIBFIT RS XA AL IR, N
o A s 1 IR B ) R 3R 799% ) R IATE AT — Fif B 7k
51T AR T P R ORIR R YA R R IF R E 1)
JXL ﬁ[%] .
6.3.2 BREFEBRA SRR FR AR T PAC HRBER
PRATHE , 7] I 58 25 F 3005, B AR AR R gk, — 33
XA PIS BR W58 R RBEAE 3252 3 LPT AT ALPLIGYT Y
PIS FR 2 fb DR AR 53 A S e 5 — B PR R 22 A5 R S A7 78
PER TR BRI A B R 005 AR 8 AT B 1 o e 1)
45K, FATE PIS HR FABIGHEA T SRR AAHR B3 AR i MR A5 3] 45
il FRERARMR . B = A 4R PIS /& RV 7 11 9 e 4
BRAJG A 1 g & A At B 5 b
6.3.3 GSL  GSL A it tRAAH B3 A 1 B IR s ORI T 5
T GSL, AN AN BE $2& = AR J5 R 7, ifi L B8 5 4 b 4% i IR
JEMT X 1 o A BB R T AT RO R B AR R
6.3.4 ECP  BEIRMAHT ESE PIS B3 £f 56 M1 (58 1R IR A i
ALPT FAIL 28 40 55 14 B 1 350 007 1) i i 2 22 748, %of
R A T JE I TE R ], 33X AT 8 e 2 A SO R N AR (1 i
RS T ECP & 1R %t 57 8 B B BDIR 28, B A AR 1A
bk AR BTl Gy A FF 3R 9T X B B IR 58 AR SR
Hollander 25" {51538 5 ECP Wi 4 BEIR (A ) 3 — A28 1]
T FEE FL SR o) 25 490 15 JEE 1 ) s e JBE 7 0k s AR OGP, &
ECP B 4G i R EBE ARG YT 1Y 6 4] PIS 3%, Bl 15 73mo,
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R R 58 2% T R, 25 W AT i b, e 3 A BF 5 R
AS=OCT HCHE ECP I3 it AR A BR A 55 5200 i AR (A B
ARIATT  FR AR 7 R, 45 2R 7R ECP BE S diebR AR Bk
AR G B it DR PSS R R X v 8 I T B A /L, AE ECP
TRIT G BR 5 A I 9E A5 58 22070 3R AR T RE ALK
PIS SBUFEE b7 f 0 P IR T 2k 45 B8 3 1 — R &R T
Titks

JUEA S TSR RNRTT T B AERIR T 7 RAT R B
E o LPI S B A1 8 78 N i 8 T I ] 0 o Sy 2 1k i 1
FAOCH 5 E W RETT , ELA A S8 B IEAT AL T Al AL
e — IR 97 5 AT RE Y 3 A G BT 22 i) 1 R
7 INGS

B o 0 8 RS F IA TR IR 00 g 8 T I 5
CWTERE R AT AY A | SRR A2 W 1 A AL
FRIEYT T B R R I EEXT 3 £ G PAT A v PR 2 S 8% 538
P EHR 19 5C R A0 A Fr T HE— SRR R FIRR
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