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Abstract

e Glaucoma, the leading cause of irreversible blindness

worldwide, remains a central focus of ophthalmic
research, particularly with regard to  surgical
management. Conventional procedures, such as

trabeculectomy with mitomycin and glaucoma drainage
device implantation, continue to be considered the gold
standard because of their strong intraocular pressure
lowering efficacy. these
associated with relatively high rates of postoperative
complications, and perioperative fluctuations in
intraocular parameters can introduce refractive prediction
errors that ultimately compromise visual quality. In recent
years, minimally invasive glaucoma surgery ( MIGS) has
gained increasing attention for its advantages in reducing
complications, shortening operative time, minimizing
incision size, and accelerating visual recovery, while
better preserving postoperative refractive stability. This
review systematically summarizes the differences in
refractive outcomes between conventional surgery and
MIGS, underlying mechanisms, and
discusses practical clinical strategies to manage refractive
shifts. The aim is to provide a theoretical foundation for
precise refractive management in glaucoma surgery,
thereby enhancing patients’
quality of life.
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TOEREIR ARG BEAR (endocyclophotocoagulation , ECP ) ; #h
FITFA, 41 EX-PRESS OGRS ETHLA AR XEN BEHE
IHHREAAR B PreserFlo 5 OGHR 5 1A e AH A A ; W51 T
A, UN/INGEAOR 55 1 S 2R AE A (iStent inject) . N & /NG
Bl A ( Trabectome ) . Kahook XX 7] J1 P #% /N 3% U1 B K
(Kahook dual blade goniotomy, KDB) A N % 55 fi 45 T i 5
/UL B M) 2 R /N U] JF R ((gonioscopy — assisted
transluminal trabeculotomy, GATT) [5-6.8] . MIGS EF¥o
N RIS TR, I R e A 2RI B0t T D32 Wi 88 /NS4
HE AR MIGS FAJG AR IR 1, HLIR-1 A
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ARZS A RS | AHOCRE I PR 2 R SRR I8 i A

T OGHIR B AR AT 1 HIR R e ) e TE 2 AR T DG R e
OFE R A, P IR Bl (axial length, AL) . B b7 ¥R &
(anterior chamber depth, ACD ) | ih R AR B B ( lens
thickness, LT) 1 A | H I % ( white — to — white distance,
WTW) SRR HE S (lens vault, LV) & J& i1 5 &0 b 6 25
i R PIR J5 R G R B R &R, BRI o
AL>22.56 mm 1 LT>5.055 mm 238 MA 5 RS, AL<
22.25 mm Fl WTW<11.55 mm U 5 3 BGEALEES , 25 IR/
FARBER A2 > 2,986, A J5 I LKV BT, ACD B
1 mm, APFE AN FEAR S 0.32 D #JE R, ACD Bk,
TEALEERS I B LV B, R R AR A S BT I
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AR [V X A S5 T DA e P 7 AR F S ), o R R
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BRA BE RS 3 mo PN BUNAL O , J5 7% A B0,
KM HHEARIE 1 mo HOBAELE/N' | Tou 7 HRIE T
IR G ARBRAE N AR 5 SR EOE(1.31 s 0.99 D), H
FECEZ MR ATRER S AL FIHR F A8 fb 52 i A 340 i
IRARAE B (effective lens position, ELP) 75 3%, H AR JE 48
R E AL 455 00 G i 22 5 R Hin v A s A
R 22 5 KAHDG . AR FT s IR R TR AT B AL 524 (i K
sCE AL SEI T RE SRR S DGR 22 KR Al 5 s Bk
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PRI TFAR R 7 A vy O o
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A JE DGR 22 B R SRK T2 =06 /N U BR R J5 1547
P LH IR TFAR M S ST B4 Lee %5 45 1
W5 4 (GEAS FLAE T Y BRER S /N DI BR R ) 50 25 (/)N
PYIBRASG 3 mo 45232 88 75 FLAL TR ) A J5 T 6 B 5
R EHES IR X 5 ACD 528 SRR T
AR AL KA G, WUF A d IR EJH 1 mmHg,
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HER WA E . AAT00 0 TR e A N IR AR 14T
I P B AT DAERAS ST 47 (9 S D 28 2R, s IR R R B R
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W2,
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25 LIS B IRl A G2 Rt Tk g, i TR R
Whmi sk, BA E R ELP 2%, P45 R 2 7
AR VR T T 0 627 0 1A TOL 353 A 20 S b A 5 45
Al , Asano LELSUpE gy thdi B TOL Master 500 647 4= 9 30
i, 3 Barrett universal 11 233047315, B A 0HA 5]
AACD M LT 280, % T/ ARG T AR 0004k A,
Mehta %7 RGBS T AR b 719% B E S T R AFRY G
GUR(HAREREIE 1.00 D LAN) o ZHFSEIE KB, K IR
oy KA A% RIS 5 A S S o DG4S R 32 AR
W U £ B JEL B ( central corneal thickness, CCT) R A
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13ERASBARMEBRELTL A NEWRERA
FTOL HLARIR G P #5385 AR 2 2 ] A B 5 OB IR & F
FIN B R0R T T B, e & P A 85 DGR (primary
angle—closure glaucoma, PACG) B4 AL & i 5% . ACD
5 AL FUAE/IN | AR A 50 JEE DA B I PR 5 i e 45 i 351 4R A
fdf TOL BB RIxE, T A5 1l 55 i & AL 2250, 25 ff
1OL F {0 B B4R I, 38 0 R A VR RS . SR, Li 458 A
—IRNA 111 ] PACG 835 i I BRPERIF 8 b R B, 5 T
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F2M SRK/T 2320 TOL T 0 v 8 1 | DA PR 2 Bl 2 4 1% 44
o, AR AR ARG B IR e R IR, B R R G AR A XU, 35
Wi A i R 50 25 B D0 (L 0% 00 5 [ AR I A 23 5
Schlemm & F1 /N2 W ) TE 25 DL M ACD U 42, 45 1) & A
PACG &1 X PGS A 5 K, #— A Barrett
II \Kane } EVO 2.0 /250, 49 A ACD J LT #4715, fif
PR E T PR B T, Lin 457 %) 141 B2 A TR
1) PACG B FEAT RUBPER 5, LLAE T 9 M AR A T
A EE TN | #8 H Kane \Holladay 1 F1 EVO 2.0 7£ ]
FARLE CHR R, I ELZE R A 55 b 2 B A e T
P, ZAFTE RIS ), 2808 AR e I A, v BE 5
ASZS U RS TR 2 S 30 TOL AU B L , B BR 4 iy e 134
Jn, AR S IE R HRA U AR S5 ACD 58238 SR I A 54,

B L FE B i e B B A F R W HEZE R ] Kane | Barrett
Universal Il 3 EVO 2.0 &8 — TR AL, 28E5%A
RERFHGEIIER | 3X 5 PACG HIREARFR K K B
FAGA G, A, IR B 238 R 5 8 DA 1IE>0.50 D Y
PR, e 2 50 TOL J e it ke e e
2 BIBERRFARMEREATL
2.1 ECP FRBIFEAXRZTW. 1 Sheybani %" #H 1T H)—
T [ e 4970 %ok B BIF 5% v 83 4 T £y TR 5 G R R 12
THA IS ECP,58 Bil{3% 37 Bl (1 N BEIR YT, 0T
FEAR B G A ARG S BLE W E iR 22 MR AXCRH
Hoffer Q .SRK/T F1 Holladay 1), Wang %" 15 H 2511
W45 18, BIF 58 % 42 o0 T M R E ORI E A R A
Holladay 1, AR5 & 4R B 3R L8 61k 25 . T2
FEA T IR A 2 P A T G IR ECP BE A 11 PN B
FLACHR T2 5y th B IR 22 B PR T AT DA LA 5
(1)ECP & FBUHPIR AT A L K/ A B A A8, ffotk R
R PHT SRIE — SZHE SRRA B SEH BREE E IR R
KRR FE S, ECP il i s AR AR AT A R/ o7 B
WA JG ELP, R )5 248 - i RAKE S A E 0088, i 3
IEALEYEHER AR 5 (2) ECP SRR IE B 1, HE s IR K
AR RS AR ARG AS , (R X B RGN 2 BT 15 (3) T
ARARAE R R JE R, Wang 255 BF 75 4503 i IR & 1800,
Al B IOL R fdn) S0 8% | BR BT AT 58 kAL B2, A
MBS DLk, B FOEAE R R A RS, IR
T S SRR Z S RTE RIS | & B IR 25, A OB E A
THRER AR, 2 B iR 22, INA R 5 Likshie
A—2, Kang AR I A 4 LIS 90% 1) B IR AR 5
JEGAE RAE HAREE£1.00 D JEHE N, ECP A4 i & ik s
ELP J&—Fh AL 44 Bl # i A6 97 7 ik, Rk
H w1 BE 1Y S8 - AR IS O 81.5+11.5 %, JR R4 4% .
(1) BEEFRE K ORI il RE AR 55, S BOLE AR fE =
I FH T AR AR B IR S st | BRI 7 16 o0 B T, 0 i S 3
AR RIS I BLE RS A, (2) TEHRS TR ol I i 35
RIECEERBERE AR, Azses—Halabe 25 {fi F SRK/T 243X
JEHEFT 270° ECP,IAN SRK/T AT TE B 1T B A TR
55l (1 P B OR TN 5 22 T 3 25 5 FE R AT ECP B,
Tow Xt 0L BEFO AR AT M 2R R R IE

Zi b, AN BEEC A ECP 1Y JE e 25 S I8 — 2O A,
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10L THRA K A £, NAF % | A8 i 55 P 2238 2o 0 ok sl 4
INIK — RO AR AR, R S R )T R e | o
I, 85 T BOHEIR AR B [y O PR MR 4, 51 A R AR B T
st ELP AUAS , AT 7= A2 3 R A, LA, o i AR 3 1R )
WG S, o BRI TR, s A, #E
PR, o] LGB Ak TOL 3 FEA S, ORI B AE i
KA oK F sl ke S S B AN &

2.2 EX-PRESS EXMR5| RETEANRBIEREXTL —I
N 19 BT A AT IEPE BT R W], EX-PRESS FHOGIR 5]
TLETAE AR AN HR A B 2 8807 A 205 8 09 52 il o IR ot %6
( keratometry, K ). ACD. i J5 & £ ( anterior chamber
volume, ACV) FIH7 /5 £ (anterior chamber angle, ACA) 7£
BEDT 3 mo MR AZ B RE M, IZ WIS W] I 47 4 e Y HR
58RI A IR JE (corneal thickness, CT) A & KR &
W53 57 A KGR 8O 5 . Tanito %515 X% 32 /NgE D)
FRA (EX-PRESS &} /NI HF AR K A8 N i /N 32 D) 5F
AR A 80 HR HEAT [0l B BF 5%, & B0 /NG VI B 20 R 5 OG5
K 1.01 D; EX-PRESS £ 0.62 D; &k # /N3] IF R 4
0.23 D; T8 i /NI FFAR A 0.12 D, Hp i) FA 7
HyEOEEC N, R AT RETE T (1) AR TR HOER IR T 1Y
TSR ] B AR 2 B, TG AN S IR A A IO B, X — BIL T 5 02
A EDLREAEAR G 5 (2) /N DI BR AR LB T B 4 21
SRIGHES M ART SR M %, i T R EY
X A GBSO UL, S BOHOEHE K, EX-PRESS
FOLIRGIRETE ARG A VIR A2, 6= 55 R L, X
Al LA BE EX-PRESS 41 AR J& #OBAR T /N 2 U1 5k 41 1 Ji
Rl 55— D00 Ak B AL B 0 1 P Bk A /N DI B
AR 43 IR K N BB S EX-PRESS FOGHIR 51 ET LA A
1) 38 R S Y2 R AT L3, R IR 4 f8 3 T AR TS 1Y
BOLIFIE2E 7, BRI TR A A F AR &b, 20 4L0)
BRyuFI A —#E . Konopinska 45 TA N HOGAE fL oK IR T
FART | 1 T 9 5] PRl 11 4 Bl ok o 4 5 i (T 4L A0
[F]) AR DURS A~ 2 2 D) B = B0 I 2 0k 6 31 (R
A,

SZ,EX-PRESS HOGHR 51 5T 4 A AR X BIR K|
ACD, ACV K ACA X 7™ 4 % 8 1Y 5% i, 50 47
EX-PRESSHOGHR 5 £ H A AR BT 51 & 19 AR J5 BOEAT
HOAT /AN OIBRA RGP B T RBP4 i 3 R
MEHOEIE RS, X—IWRiER THRA F ARG E S
bR S B N Y83 7) N B by NN O] TP P =3 532 92 et 7/ DA R
FIE2E R G R J5 256 T,

2.3 XEN B ZRENRBIFREXZTNL 76—l Hirk
5T, Bormann TR 149 BIE LR B E AT T
24 mo WBEVS, K ARF /DU ARATEH 0.75 «
0.60 D,XEN 204 0.81+0.56 D, 20 RJ5 BT 2 5, ]
RES PR T AR ARG 2] 68 H LAY IR 16 T 6 A2 45 i 1 v
TR 5, 785 —T0U0i B BA S 5 o, Tawi 257 Xt 20
B )5 & AR AT O HR BB AT XEN B SO AR 5
3moi 17T W52, & B ACD ., K Al & £ %% 1E ¥ J1 ( best
corrected visual acuity, BCVA) %5 5 i ¥R R g, wf
IS R T ST T A U R W (B & STl B = ) S b
T8 EOEIR T AR B9 6N 1 1T A = 2205 R T IR B A0 45
T AR A FNEE G 0, 22 5485 2 AE L I8 s A AT LA
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25 I XEN BE S 2RAE AR S5/ EYIBR AR B AR 5
BOCTZES ., )R LM MAEGIR T, XEN &5 48
ARG B F IRATBSE T R , BT RAF i) s
b oy a8
2.4 PreserFlo BRI RBFENRGMEERT
PreserFlo ¥ JGHR 5 IR AR A AR/ T LS8 L F ARSI E
PR FT 5 2 AS AR AEAR J5 H (1 wk—1 mo) S EUE
Pyl i 280 (A BEHOG L CCT  AL) B ROR a8 28 4k, B
X ACD I ACV JE & 520, #7151 P e 7 3L A R BK
& ARE K AU FLALR T 5, 5 PreserFlo 514
AR A G Nakakura %5 i S 1 08 AF 58 % 27
1] PreserFlo 7 YGHR 51 L #% 45 A A 1 29 151 /)N 2 5 Bk AR i
TTHLER ARG AE S B AL AL R JF 6 mo Y
K PR ERAAE ARG 1 wk ACD 2 S FEAK, PreserFlo 4
HEARJEH 1.d,1 wk CCT 8500, v REMY SR A J5 TR &
=T /NEYIRRA, AN T CCT, 78 AL /71, PreserFlo
HARJE 3 mo MELEFL 0.1 mm,d‘%@%*gﬂ*ﬁ 6 mo
WEARL 0.3 mm, WS 0T, AR S IR R AR &
SR ERAR /N B BT /N BT BR A B e TR F 28 SR T i R i
AL 45 J () i B B K i B A Ak, A — i
(A ] JBBLPE 3 1) ok BE IR 5 ', Wagner A=151230 35 BIMET TETT
I EHR BB M PreserFlo T OGHR 51 i 48 A5 i 6 &
0.5 D F| 1.1 D BRI AmES

ZE I+, PreserFlo 3 YGHR 51 R #% 45 A AR X ff IR 806 .
CCT AL ACD J ACV S50 A 5 i H - B2 e, AH X
T/NRYIBEAR , PreserFlo 5| 3t A AT i YGRS 09 40 5
NARMTEHANEF ARG G, BHEER, BAETT
ZTFARA R R BRI
25 NRPBERITEENRNEELTL F—UH
A 76 B IR B A [l LR 5T |, Scott 251 & BLEE —
v E@/J\%ﬂéffdﬁﬂ%%i%*ﬁf\( istent inject ) RSP B
BB EE . HEali g T RAHH , iStent inject BAH
DA BT AR T A 0 3 0 o ) Jee DY B A IR, T A =2 ) A i Bk
Bl 25, Hoh 80% 1 95% 1) £ 5 T E R 4r Bl T H
PrfE+0.5 D Fl+1.00 D i [l Y, OGS IR L4812 22
5. Toannidis % B FT i — 25 S T X — 2518, 7 89 fl
A RO RT B P19 BT AR A A A /N R AR 55
AR T ARG 1 mo B, 73.9% 1 SR ER7E £0.5 D Y )
ERE H ARV N ,98.9% 1 IR 7E £1.00 D Y35 Bl , & W
55 AL iStent WA BIR T LR BB ERCR  HA R A S
Xof IR R 4 S bR 285 72 A B 3 R i i LA RS
B—RRS5 AR iStent SZHRAE A BRE LS R FWAH M
HENREEF,

S, /INGEGOR 55 ST IR N 2 52 i DB, T
DLz 4 B A N B T RIS 1, 78 SR A R P i
AR E /N, o] LIS F ARG R AL, AR E
iStent 2 ZUAH AFE SRR GEE R AR B EER
2.6 Trabectome FARBIEELZTN I [m] Jii 44 WL £ 4
WFFEXTHE5Z Trabectome G FH N BEF R A9 137 HR DL J2AY
EZANBEF AR 1704 IRFFTHE ., KRG 2 mo B, P4
TEA B0 TR 5 25 A B AR AR AR T T Y G e 25
{HER A AR 5 B BERERE K M ke A2 380 155 (2.2% vs 1.9%)
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AT BB A0 L R A A 3t Mo 5 G IR B 3 1 O B TR 1 AR
X 38 R T AR R B PR AR, AT T AR 5 5 B /K i
MR AR

Z¢ I, Trabectome BXA FH N BE T ARAS 25 JE G IR A& 7=
A= B s AEAE RO B T OB IR R b R EE R AR
S K b ) K A
2.7 KDB FARBIFEAX T/ Hirabayashi L8] 22 R He B
T KDB JJ ] g BA A8 A B BOG R RON , BT LA S
TR T 5 A RIS AR R 2 ) PR il #91) OC 2R, #5632 KDB 11 A8
Hralfess I BLE ARBEHOL A4k, KDB J1 3 30y AR P
BOBR— A U5 2 KDB #5 M0 U1 1 94845, i T KDB
AT T At 25 A (s 7S FLA IR Sk ) i RSN i
HOAT 4 H N RO A FLAL TR B A BB B A D) 1 R AT 4
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