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RE

AT D IRBEFINIE, AR F & AR ITRE IEFil & ISRBITE |
LA R AFICER S E L FCh D, AT MEFROHT TRARDE
ThZEFROHMBETHY | AEFINIAROIEIRE (LIS E D Z LIV i)

WXL TRE B E 529 %, ABREITOZITHRIN GBS 5720
FATHEE OBBERRICE 2 D BT R E VN, AHFZETIX, ARFH &R LD
JEITIC B U 72 i 21T o 7o AR O RN T b 2 28 A IR b %
IAREERRRL 220 . FEIEGRAENRREIC /25 2 ERE, B TIEA
BT RARHTEE BN K D IR T HE 2 FH T8 LW IBIE B D0 T Ot
ATV, FEROEAMEFEL V bSO RAF AR A S, £o, AR
P IEFilr O FAHT2 T 2 Photorefractive keratectomy (PRK) K TF Laser in
situ keratomileusis (LASIK) 1 Ot XA IR LASIK D J7 25481 /) D [E14E 73 7.
< PRKUZH L THEALTH D ZENMBNATWDA, £ ORBIRIZ OV TITH#R
MDD EZAHbH D, AENEFMTAD RGOV THEBRR 23 %
7o, B2 TIEmMRIC T 2% A & IR 21TV, i 24FE £ C
RO 47 LASIK O PRK TS 2B i 3 4F H L 4 47 H F TITfkfE L 20
EVWORERMNE SN, FTo, H 3EETIZ PRK & LASIK OEMIRAEHE D 2

M 24T WDV DME WS D2 < IZPRK & LASIK IZZEDRN WS F & 70 5 7228,



KGN RIETAALL L OFRER D H DS & 72 o T4k 10 4 H O il BR 1 2 2 oD A
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FF3X
1) ABRFHE S - 1D

AIEOJE T /713547 40 Diopter (LLF D). /Kb A DJEST /1134 20D TH D | 4
BEITARER AR DRI /) D) 213 Z2 A HH 5 B MR O T RO R /1 %
FFOMMTH 5, AIRDOEALSEIVIIAROIEIN EE 5 2, BAESCIGEE
ISR I L, WIRORMGIIERE 520 Z LML TVD

IRF 53 B T A BYR E ORI ED B W TAHBIIXT 2 FilaiThon

TW5, BETON T L ARFMIT, ARZH > TRz 2 bsE5Z &I

JET 2 B 2 JE TR IE T & BUIZIRE L 72 AR A IRIR O T2 O PR |
R0V ICHRIRE O FW 72 IR 2 AR 2 IR TR A R E 2L L > T D,
INHDOFMTIE, =F o~ b —F =R X, MEIZL ABEOIRK Z Ak

P bEASED Z L2y ZOMRE L TRITB L OCHRAIDOEINAEL 5,



2) BITRELZOBREFE

JEYT R ORI, E=H, SER S 5, ETUIIRERNICA - TE T8
FRASHENE L 0 i CREE T 2 IRETH Y | EHUTARERNIC A - TE 72 AT
M L 0 1% A TR T 2REBTH D,

Flo, GAUTIEELH & RIEEAR O 2 FEIZ 0L D, IEELBITOEA 2 T T
ERARESRET, 3 A EDEBUTESRIC SN D, —F, NERLHIE
EZIZHEADFEIEN R WELETH B,

29 LERITERFIZOWTORIESF LT, @H., REE, 227 FL U X7
EVRHOWLND A, BIRGE oM B2 R E LICEITEEAIEE LT, BTk

EFH2RDH 2,



3) IRBHERICEITARAIWE, BIREOERR L Hik

IRBHRERICI W T, SOmEIL, KEOFESHEREORELE S5 BT
HELRETH D, fFERNZMEST L2 HEL LTI RV RE (K1) 20
TZEFTENIRS HNb TV D, RESDERRD CFRDEDHN TN DS
DT HMEBT D LICL o T 2 /PR TWD Z L2 RIT 6N D&
NOWFERMEST D HTETH D,

72 RV hERIZ 7 T > ADOHRFHE Edmund Landolt(1846-1926)(Z & » TRIF &1
WDARINEDEELHRITIR> TN D, 1909 FIZiEA # U T OEFRIRE T
ERR R EERE L LTRASh TS Y, 0 ML MRIZBRAOMRT, [
BRAEROERE : IO : OBV TV AIE=5:1:1 RO TWD, HiH
SHEATHLD LIRADOHTHTRL, 107 70bb 1/60° OElED 2 5%
HBPITE 2% 1.0 LERLTWD, AFBTIESME RN EDOND Z &1%
W, 1.0 ORAERET D7 > RV ML, BN 7.5mm, MO nE & OB
DEHVTWDIEAFK) 1.5mm OKRE X L7225, WF ., SAMRERITITHET) 0.1
H20FETOT RV MRERVBRLINTEY | BIEOKRE 72T RV MERDSFRR
TEDIEERHBRENERT, HIB 0L KM TRORE 2TV RV NRNBAZ
IRDNGAITIR, AR DS EAK 7.5cm, K S 1.5em., i D BRIV TV SRS 1.5cm

DT RV RROKRTLINTZV— baREb, 2 0.5m mZia S TnE, 7
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0.1x (L/5) &L TW2%, HEE0Sm THHEELHRITE RWEEIE. fRDAK

BRI TE B0 E D A 10em ST DT TWOEFREF & W ) AL THIET

%o DN 10em FEE ARG DS AL, IROBITFEOOLDEE R3O D0E D

e ET D FEIREZNET 5, FEIFHERITE RWIEE TR O A B2 5%

MTE LR ZHET D, KPRHETE WG, ThbbIER DS

BIFE L bERLSND,

RIBREEZITHOHE, BIROFTE L X THEETICHE SN D) 2 4R

WAL v, IRERCICEVERE L > AR O L > X CEELCHESNS

BAERER T L9, BRIRENTERFZ2 AW THIRZE L THIE S, 5B

IEAR 3B I B Z0 Bk e AR L o X2 408 L CTRIE S N5,

W EBIEGDBEIE D T2 OJEST RS 72 B ik 2 BR i L O FAE L > X

DOWEIZARIBI IMREL bEbiL, V7727 M A—=F% i ErRs

DfERZSBIZLTHIESND, V7T 7 M A—ZITIREKIZIRAR 2 RS2

Z&T, HOREEZMGE L, ITHCER, EEAL T OERZRES D720

DLDTHD, Elo. ABRITIRERIESRICH L TERLREEEL G258/ TH

DD, EOREMIFTHEINK L TREREBEH 29 %, ABEOIEST )%

NOMERE LT, 7T MA=END D, VITT MA=HF 7T hA=FIZ
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DIFREFD ZENTERY, BEHEIRET. FTVII77 M A—2 FT
R A —Z TIRER K O IRIEHT /12 E L ORI D Ekm, ML o X% 3B
WCERMLTHAZRE L, Lo A ETWVIRP HRNERFEEITVRN 5,

BDPEREIZRD XDV AL T 2 E THREITNEZRET D,

JEPTEFE OT T, T, EE, EFRSISIRES Y 7 ba 27 P LU RITX
WIIETZ 228, AEFMIIBETE 2, REAREZBIET 570113 —
N 27 b ARREL RS, IRFSIRICE W TR RE IKRE 27 5
AR OEERRETH D, NEEMEZEOE TREEZETHO LD
7T RA=Z VT T N A=F E Do TR W T EDS N 72 D 2 &

MDD,
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4) ZJFABEBHEIR L AIESLHR

2 JE AN RS L TR AR 2T HikE . N —ARE Iy &
Z. AT LM TH D, REARBHIN IS IZE VI RONARESHZEL D
ZERILRTEY VO g ORGSR EA I EIE IR TH DL Z B E

WHEITETCHOWOND LT T NA—=2 7T M A= [TAFEFLD 4
SRUCHIE SAv, R A OV A TR R S 402 IESLARARIZIISH IS LTV 525, A~
ERAICHIE L T ARWE D IERICHIET 5 Z EAREETH 5,

— T CARIEEL R ZRET 5 H1EE L TIARIGIRITIEE N H 5, AR
fEMTEEE T ARER I~ A Y= 7 LIRS RILHO Y v RO KA B
L, TOMEE 2 oV a—Z IRV IAATEZEOANR LIZBI 2 T ) %
BHHLTAH T —a—Rvy LT HEEED Z & T 1984 412 Klyce 52k - TH
g,

AT IEE 2 VD 2 S I X0 AIEELR Z E ERICEH T2 2 & 13T
BECHY ., EHM, RESMOMS % 58T 2 T mE shTng 99, i
L. BT A—=2ZHWTHRDBEISH S iE 34 £ TITIEAS
NI, ARBRITEN HITABRBIRIROZIRITAZKL>EEZXDBID,

Z 2T, AWHEOE 1HE TIXABRBAEZ AR U T A BT IRART I E O E

T =2 Z AT LOEDAE T IEIZOW TR L, RO I7ik & O Felgitiat
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5) BITRIEFH OB & ik

JR PTG IE T 1L, 1869 4E12 4T o & ™ Herman Snellen 73 1 PN AT 14 SLELIC 5t
LT BRFEMI AT 2 OIIC K 0 i L S5 Tz B R L Y, Fic
1% 1885 4F / L7 = — Schiotz BHIHD TIT o7& SR TS 9,

Z D% AT DY 1950 FARUT T 692 e D F4l T db> % AR #%
HGIBANT & i L7z 10, 7272 L. S oA N A OB E A 5 Sl 2 L
AKIHE A RERE S i RIS FIE L7272, BT EFomlE L TThbihvae< i
27,

Z D%, IHY B FEFD DO Z U B U7 /AR AR DI BE il

(Radial Keratotomy: RK) DGR 5 7= D12 RK (3885~ i 5 oI
kU CLOHRRY BAF IR BAR DS A HAVTE DS, ABRE O T, JBiTo A NEE), &
b 2SI 2 EORBER b R o, £ARAZHNWEFHTHD
SEORFEDIRA S B 57z,

1980 ERICe D L 7 kT VT AWz F v L—H =T LY | MAED
REAREZ AR UIBRCE 5 2 L 2IGH LI BITEIEFM 284 Lz ), A
ZEARIZEIBR LT, AIRATE O #i =R 2 280 S8 25 b — W — i £ A IR

(Photorefractive Kereatectomy: PRK) & FEENHTTH YD . 7 A U B @ Marshall

BIZE > TIThiLd K 51272 o7, ARHTIX 1989 4025 PRK DEGRIGER DM T
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PID X 91TV 2000 F121% Nidek fd6 LTV VISX fhd = o~ L — 4 —4k
EICR LT PRK SEATEEICL VR END Lo oT,

PRKIZTF v~ L —H—FIF & L TRAFRITENMEIG DA, AR
INPEE SN D 2 &I K D1 B OBRIE L OBRR T, AR LR TIRE R E &
Wo TN B - T2,

1990 EiZ, F U v 7 @ Pallikaris 51 Z 415 O PRK O REEIZARE ERZ B IO
Bowman fE&BIRT 5 Z LIC K- THELUD EE 2 AREZEIRICUIBRT 2 Z &M
TEL~A 70T h—2EHWTHAET 7 v TFE2ERL, 77 v 7 eflins
BHZLICEVABEEERZBHSET X U~ L —F =2 L 0 AREEEOHRK
- ORI % L— —ABENEIHIZ A (Laser in situ keratomileusis : LASIK)
EWV iR AERF LYW, LASIK IZ PRK & Bl LT, fAE 7. Bowoman fi
PIREIND T, i B oK - SR T2 <, EETFTREBELAELICL
WEWHFLERBRE LI, BRTHIZEST-, LoL, AT T v 71ERIZHES
firp - R GOHEZ AT S 2 2 &, ABRMREOREED PRKIZHANTES ik
RIATAORE RN & ARIFEIROIEFIZ LV ARHLREZ AT D
R EOMBERPHDH Z Lo TE T,

PRK & LASIK O o N 2K 2 779,
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PRK LASIK

-

2 : Photorefractive Keratectomy (PRK) & Laser in situ keratomileusis (LASIK)
PRK X ERA#BH#AREE I =X~ L — =2 LT 2 TH Y,
LASIK iZ~A 7 a7 T b—L7ETT7 7 v F2ffil L, ARFEEIC=F I~ L

— W= ERICT T v T ERTINKTH 5,
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6) PRK & LASIK DR Heg
T O AR IS DV TR U 72 i 13 S 2 23, LARLLN O BRI R

bON% < EHIEGE TR, 1. BiT7R &0 R T LASIK OB 2R3
b DORLN ),

PRK X LASIK 2MTHON D BFIITEARICHTIZD Z NN IFEDE
IR 72 MR 2 72 <AT O ZEDNERITIIRETH D Z 3%, 207
W, BHIEAEIZOW THEAMIE S W< OB STV D ODOFERITRKRIH &
B2 TWD b OEA 7 220

—#R T PRK., LASIK ZIZN D EWIRHE OREBIEERT T LI & % < R
HEENTND %) PRKIZOWTIE, JEFIEERICEW TRV H DT 10 %
BAHWELZMENORON P BV bOTIX 19 FEICE TEDEG L H D
2 % TN TR Lo~ X ORI & A 5 i 14 F TIURIT b &E
L7223, 8 U Ttz 1~2 4F B LI DO BT O L ELD R S D ME B LN
27-32), 36)-39)0

—75 T LASIK ORHEFERCIX, ZF L CRIFZRRHMEEZ R &5 it
EHEL HLNDHOO O RN > TRBZRIESETT 5 LV O

EHFERICRD Hh b M%),
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RHORIBBE DA IR EMBRAENDHE LT WHEMLE 2o TnD &

ARFFEDHE 2 #Clx, PRK & LASIK Ofith R WIRGE O e 217 5 7= itk
4 AR % S5 AT B 2 T EBI O T - 0 % Ll & LI i A o el 24710
55 3 I CIE AT O % R WO LB S D A ZFRAT 21TV, ZORERICEI L

TR EIT> 7,
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1) S

SMBHITEFR MM DIRATIE, T2 B AR VS, 2 A BRI O 2
RiTM Lz, L, 2BARBRATIC X 0 AR EE O EELE LT
REEREZ R ITZ ENMBN TS IO, @O EFE K ORIESE % £k
SHTIH., L7F7 hA—ZRF T b A—F L\ o7, IR AR T
TRV, EIIRIEMRZ LIk 0 RSB TR OREDS LT LIREEE 225,
5 DELL & B RIE 22 A J5 W CHEIREERE IE L M B KSR EETH 0 |
EIBRRBEOHRINE-E 0 LAV, BREETIRELE#ELV LD LR
%o AR 2 BT, 2R A BBRAT O AL N RS T 7 4 DK
— VR DO E R LT DO SN s b oo, BT ORE,
FrICELARB O E XN EE T, ANIEMETHRAEICIFF A0 D b D 72> TV D,
JEHIBAR A 7 — U AR D Ao (WS D FHEITER LARRBER L0 5y i
THWBNTW S, 7 — U 3 7 1 B 2 B A2 T 0 S 11 % 5
B OFINC L > THETHETH D, 7— U T E A EIRAENT 7 — 2 25
THIEICLY, AR NT— 2 & ZAEKOR &L LTI TE %
08 ZHBOBEBOMABRDEICLY . TOABIRIEN G Z 1 HIER2ICH
WS 52 L b TE 299, ZOHENLE LN BRI, Ao

Ay, IR HERFRE Y. MR IEELGA S 2R3 2 L3 TE| KRR
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RARAMEL - TS O BIEIICIE. ZolEE OIS TESLBRS & R
EELRER D EZMSI L TRT 2 ENTE D, 7— U ol x AR 7 — &
WIS LTe FiEZ iU, ARORE L B O T OB E I SLD Al REME D
HDHN, TNETITHFHIITDOIL TV eV, 2oL, 7— U =&l T
INEJE A ERAENT 21T - 7o B O i BIRSEFG EALRE TSI D0 E 9 A it

L7 DTH D,
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2) FHik
MRIT. BEAFERMEIT AT o< ES 6 0 AL ERE L7 56 i 66 AR

T, i RIE ] X 25.6215.3 » ] (6~56 » ) Toh o7z, HME17 4, &
PE3BITH Y, EhnIL T 66.2 %+13.4 1% (19~857%) Tho7-, 2EAEE
RN ORI, A ABE 36 BR, ACEMEAIYE 16 AR, MEEAR 6 IR, Ak
FAARR4IR, A A a7 0 4IRTH-T2, FT—OFE Lo X
1% 7.230.29mm (7.0-8.0mm) Th o7z, LI = MAFEREL 72 K —£
AR DT, M#EARKT 0.25mm TH Y . ZDMOFEE TIX 0.5mm Th o7z,
NP —AEOFT bk xicid e o AEZE R — AT (Katena £, K[H)
AW, FIIEAM] 10-0 4 v L RIC K 5 16 $todfiiE s TiThnT, 30
IRTIEIRIATH 72D, 36 IRTITINE 12 » A5 32 » ADMIZ (FH
25.6+15.3 » /1) kAT, iTiRISERES O T bR o T,
TR TMS-2N (F— A —f, AA) ZHWTHIE S, £nEi
ORI W TERLONE DB 2B HE S D K9 I hAR 4 BHTENE D

11T,
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7 — ) TERHERTIC L 5T, A Y=V 70 EOJRITI Fi)IFLLTO X D

=R OO AR IS,

Fi(c)=ap+c,cos (6—a,)+c,c082 (6—a,)+c5c083 (6—as) +.....4+ccosn (o

_an)

a LV 7 LOEREASY 2, 200 1TIEAFNER | 20 IZIEFLH AR L, cs...nldm
WARIEE R Y &2 £ T, 25 OISOV THLL 3mm fEICFS 3% 1% H 2
59FHETOY I OEMNFH SN PDERHESARD ON D, 26 OFHHIT
AR AEE TMS-2N ICF LA VA h— L ENTWAY 7 b7 = TI2 &Y
ThiLd,

bL, ZOY 7 My =7AMMATE RWgGEIE, SEROEST 1% ASCI
TZrANELTH T a— T 52 EITL Y SPSS X Statistica, Mathematica 72
EEWVole— ki y 7 v =T EHWCEHET L2 LN TE S,
ARFFEIZEB N THE, TMS2NIZ 7 LA VA F—LENTWDH Y 7 hu =T & H

WTCRFE Z1T o 7=,

25



IRGEFE LR NIERDTTHE (LLTFIERIE) & 7— U offifr 2 iz s (B
T7—=V=xik) ©2@Y TENENROMREFIC LY HE I N, YZRElx
BECREO T, TR THUORMEEIIMD GIEDFERP DL/
YIS Tz, PERETIER, BREFTNIEZ 7oA ) =Kk A— R rT7 b A
—%# (KM-800, Nidek tt, HA) &4 — kL7727 F A—% (ARK-700, Nidek
. BA) OfREZEIIROONZ, 7=V ETIHE ESRAOEEL T
HOWRTEIL, AR 7 — 2 L0 .l 3mm 12317 5 7 — Y =gt TR 6
NIZIESLR Ry D7 — 2 BV SN2tk K BBIERNIPHE LN D E TRk L
v XOFEET NI, MITOITECBNT, REBIEHEIPEOND ETH

5y 78R & D TTRAE DM T 72 bz,
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3) MR

RFIEG & L TREARBMHZIRICS T 57— offitite DN 7 —=a— R
<~y 7 ERIIRT, EBREOF I DFADH T —a— K<y IHRERmKS (E
BB ) . IEELUEGY (RBAT) . FERFRRy (FEEE A . @R R IEELBL AR
o (FEER) I2hfahnsg, TEEIEL, 7=V B ran<Tsy, Fib
3mm OIEELAR O FEHL & il (G o I ) A IREER ERLURIEIC VB D,
ZOBFETIX, ERIETOIRSIRE FEFR X (0.3x-0.5D=cyl-5.0DAX130°) T -

7=, 77—V xiETIE (0.6%-1.0D=cyl-3.0DAX105°) &R BT,
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Regular astigmatism

Fourier inde

Spherical ;

Asymmetry :
axis ! ,
Higher order : PRI L
L T n
Standard © 0 NN T ([ [ Y N
Orignal 390 WO 130 240 230 355 3.0 385 40.0 415 430 445 460 475 490 505 565 615 665 715 75 815 £65 915 965015
Standard C 0 DT [ [ [ O AN
Spherical 90 KO 130 240 290 355 37.0 385 40.0 415 42.0 445 460 475 490 505 %65 615 665 715 NS5 815 865 515 565015
Asymmetry 125 115 105 35 85 .75 35 55 45 35 25 15 05 05 15 25 35 43 55 65 5 85 95 VS N5 ©S
Reondar AS 125 115 05 35 -85 -75 35 -55 45 -35 -25 15 05 05 15 25 35 435 55 65 15 85 95 05 U5 w5
> - £2 .t $ . q .1 3 2 9 b 3 2

o AR 40 3% 30 24 . 0 "

3 ABEHEIRICHT 27— =itk DN 7 —a— R~ v 7l
B AV T —a— vy
Ber : ERi Rk Sy (Spherical equ) O~ v
FEA - IEELEIES>  (Regular astigmatism) O~ 7
TEEH : FERIFRER Sy (Asymmetry) O~
TEA - IR IEELERLS (Higher order irregularity) &~~~
TEAE - AR 3mm & 6mm (Zd5 1T D& sy D 7 — U =F54 (Fourier index)
PEBRINTIR SN TN D, BEEWIUAPA LG 3mm O IEFLAR K O FEE L filis

RENTEY, IREFEEHDAEICHNEND,
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A lERE 24T - 72 66 IROWPIERE R A2 K 31277,

LogMAR ) Cld, 1414 0.3140.29 N IHA 0.49) (2, 77—V =
{5£ClX 0.23+0.32 UM IHE 059) & 7 — U yEO T NA BIC RAF /2 RER M
57z, (p<0.001)

AR T, fEk15-353+1.64D 1ITxf LT, 7— VU {5 TiE-24111.26D &
77—V EOFPEEITNIVER Lo 72, (p<0.001)

BRI, ER1E-2.4713.63D 12xf L C, 7 — VU ={£-2.2543.45D “Cli#£fH]

WICAEBEEZITIR N o7, (p =0.207)
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#3 kit L 7 — U TIETOIRGRE LR ) OWER R

ekiE 77— ik p fiE*
Log MAR £ 7] 0.31+0.29 0.23+0.32 p<0.001
(INEAR )4 (0.49) (0.59) —
MH:E% (D) -3.53+1.64 -2.41%1.26 p<0.001
FfmEkmm % (D) -2.47+3.63 -2.25+3.45 p =0.207

D=Dioptor (7« A7 &% — : L XD HAL)
Log MAR=Loganithm of the minimum angle of resolution

*XHSD B Dt RE
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4 TlE, fEkiEL 77—V mETOIRSERIESR 1108 B2 B XKIR T,
7 — U yE TR SN IRSIE A7 1 O 41T logMAR 277 C 0.23+0.32 (/)
FAR N #AS 0.59) THESEEED 0.31+0.29 (NEAR J#A5 0.49) & ek L CTHEIC

BiFThHo7z, (p<0.001, 5D dH D t HE)
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TERIEDIREHEIESL /) (LogMAR)

4 EkiEE 7 — Y TIEORGIEER ) O 4
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5 Tl 1ekiEs 7 — U = iE CORSRE ERTRIERICHW S A L
v AR (D) ZEAKTRLEZLOTH D, IREERE EARRE AW S
FEEHUL, 77—V =y TIiX-2.4141.26D T4 L, fER1ETIE-3.5321.64D & HEIC
K& 72>7-, (p<0.001)

JEAIT DR E RE 0 S At BR T FE R L AF RN A 2R 22T A B e o 72, (p=0.207)
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PRK ## LASIK #f p fE*

(N=22 f51] 22 i) (N=18 4 18 iR)

Tl (%) 34.7410.3 34.9+9.3 0.93
PR (Fi1#%) 9/13 6/12 0.62
S ERTE 2 (D) -6.1+2.5 -6.5+2.5 0.62
HARTL 7] (logMAR) 1.46+0.24 1.41+0.30 0.80
CINEAR TR (0.03) (0.04) —
FEIEML /) (logMAR) -0.03+0.12 -0.10+0.04 0.091
(/AR H) (1.07) (1.25) —
FLOARRE (um) 529+42 539+33 0.44
iRE (mmHg) 12.5+2.7 12.0+1.9 0.55

*Ef, SMER L PO ARE, IREIZ DWW TERIR D72 W t BEZ . #RIR .
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RTVWEITHRL LD TH D,

Random sequence generation (selection bias) _

Allocation concealment (selection bias) |:—

Blinding of participants and personnel (perfarmance bias) _
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias) |

Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) _

Selective reporting (reporting bias) _

EI% 25% EEI% ?5% 1EIEI%

.an risk of hiag DUncIearriak of hias .High risk of hias

X 18 : SA T ADERMD 7 Z 7 « TNENDNRA T ADEHIZOWTDEE
DOHM 22 TOMBAN SN OFICHEDHEIELE L TRLTWS,

Rev Manager ver 5.2 % W CTHERL L 72,
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Miyai 2008109 | ¢/ v v (4 v v
Alio 2009107 (4 v (4 v
Driani (4 v v
2010109
Rosman 4 4 v
2010108
Ivarsen
201227

105




# 10 FWEICHTH, Kyl 7 — 2 fh v H (2)

e 3) B WS BR S DFEIERT) 2 BB Ll E DK
24 | 34F |54 | 104F | ekt |24 |34 |BA | 104 | &

El Marghraby | v/ v v v

199925

Miyai 2008109 | ¢/ 4 4 4 4 4

Alio 2009107 (4 v v v 4 (4

Driani 4

2010109

Rosman (4 (4 (4 (4 4 4

2010109

Ivarsen (4 v

201227

106




3-7) fEx OHFFEDORER/FEROFKA

{8 %= DHFFEDEKI)T — & O, ZhRHEEAE K O 5% MK, FE 7= A 2 fifbT

IC X > TIHRE SRR LD BREHXMZ 7+ VA F7ay b EZLIT

19~31 1277, EMTHEROE LEDEE 11 ITRT,

107



LASIK PRK Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% Cl
El Marghraby 1999 17 e 10 27 OB23% 2.89[0.96, .72
tivai 2008 14 18 17 22 37T T% 1.03[0.23, 4.58]
Total (95% CI) 45 49 100.0% 1.96 [0.73, 5.22]
Total events KX N

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.08; Chi*=1.19 df=1 (P =0.28), F=16%
Testfor overall effect: £=1.34 (F=0.18)

0.07

0.1 1 10 100
Favours [PRK] Favours [LASIK]

19 : 1) BIEHRD 1.0 L EoEE (B 24F) 07+ LA 7y k

=i

ANy

LA AR A 21T 72 < (p=0.18), BEMEITE LV (12=16%) R L 72> T2,

LASIK PRK Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Alio 2009 7 34 2 34 334% 415 [0.79, 21.66] T
El Marghraby 1999 17 e 10 27 ME%R 2.89[0.96, .72 —
tivai 2008 14 18 il 22 251% 017002168 —— ®—
Total (95% CI) 79 83 100.0% 1.60 [0.32, 7.86] —agi———
Total events 33 33
Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.27; Chi*=5.74 df=2 (P = 0.06), F=65% 'D.D1 D!1 1'D 1DD'

Testfor overall effect: Z=0.87 (F=0.57)

Favours [PRK] Favours [LSAIK]

20 : 1) #RERIET) 1.0 DL EOEISE (KEKEIE) o7+ 1L A N r v b

=i
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L RS BT 72 < (p=0.57), REMITmE W (I2=

65%) ftf & 72> TN D,



LASIK PRK Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% Cl
tivai 2008 14 18 18 22 146% 0.78[0.18, 3.67]
Rasman 2010 B5 14 25 A1 B54% 0.89[0.47,1.69]
Total (95% CI) 159 73 100.0% 0.87 [0.48, 1.58]
Total events T4 43

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=0.02, df=1 (FP=0.88) F=0%

Testfor overall effect: £=0.44 (F = 0.65)

X 21 : 2) HIEREIT

B b

=i

FEH+0.5D LN DFER DOEIE

F A RICAEZIT 2 < (p=0.65), EEMITEV (12=

001 0 1 10 100

Favours [PRK] Favours [LASIK]

(Fhrt% 2 4F) OT7 VA KNS

0%) fEH-L 7o TN A,

Odds Ratio
M-H, Random, 95% Cl

LASIK PRK Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Alio 2009 23 34 15 34 458% 2.65([0.99, 7.11]
Rasman 2010 3l 1N 17 A1 542% 0.76[0.38,1.52]
Total (95% CI) 175 85 100.0% 1.35 [0.40, 4.54]
Total events G2 3z

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.58; Chi*=4.09 df=1 (P =0.04); F=TE%

Testfor overall effect: Z=0.49 (F=0.63)

X 22 :2) BIEJHE

= b

=ie
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L e (A 721378 < (p=0.63), FE M

e (I2=

001 0 1 10 100

Favours [PRK] Favours [LASIK]

PrEEEE0.6D LINOIEFI OFIS (it 10 4F) 7 4+ LA T
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LASIK PRK Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI

Alio 2008 23 34 15 34 183% 2.651[0.99 7.11] i

Diriani 2010 (HA) 38 102 10 40 21.0% 1.781[0.78, 4.09)] h

Diriani 2010 (LA} 1068 162 38 85 261% 2AT .27, 371 —

Mivai 2008 11 18 18 22 11.3% 0.251[0.048, 1.16] e —

Rosman 2010 /1N 17 a1 233% 0.76[0.38, 1.52) ——

Total (95% CI) 457 232 100.0% 1.32 [0.69, 2.53] -

Total events 216 100

Heterogeneity, Tau®=0.34; Chif=12.18, df=4 (P =0.02); F= 7% =IZ| o1 051 150 1DIZI=
Test for overall effect; £= 0,85 (F = 0.40) Favours [PRK] Favours [LASIK]

X 23 : 2) BIEREITEE0.56D UNOIEFOEIES (REEE) o7 LA NS

B b
< < o _ <
FEAHE RN B 21372 < (p=0.40), FEMEILE W (12=67%) &R & 2o T D,
VASYY,
itk 2 47
LASIK PRK Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI

Alio 20049 0¥ 1.1M 34 -0.285 077 34 M18% 046 [-0.02, 0.93] =

El Marghraby 1999 0.0s 047 28 -0.28 078 28 15.0% 0.33 [-0.03, 0.69] |

Miyai 2008 -0.57 084 18 -0.04 044 22 231%  -0A3[-0.96,-0.10] —

Raosman 2010 -0.036 0246 141 -04814 038 51 301% 0.48[0.38, 0.59] &+

Total (95% Cl) 221 135 100.0% 0.20 [-0.21, 0.62] ?—
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 014, Chi®=19.95 df= 3 (P =0.0002; F= 85% 5_2 51 o 15 25
Test for overall effect Z= 097 (P=0.33) Myopic [LASIK] Myopic [PRK]

X 24 : 3) HEFHMERKEER (4 24) O7x LA M7 my b

Wl RS A T e < (p=0.33), REMEITE LV (12=856%) ftifikt & 72> T %,

~
{
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LASIK PRK Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean [D] SD[D] Total Mean[D] SD[D] Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI[D] IV, Random, 95% CI [D]
Mivai 2008 -0B 1 18 -01 0.4 22 4B.6% -0.50 [0.98,-0.01]
Iversen 2012 -1.4 0.289 7 -1.835 0487 9 51.4% 0.44 [0.05, 0.82] -
Total (95% CI) 25 31 100.0% -0.02 [-0.94, 0.90]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.39; Chi*= 8.65, df=1 (P =0.003), = 88%
Testfor overall effect Z=0.04 (F=0.87)

2 1 0 1 2
Myopic [LASIK] Myopic [PREK]

X125 : 3) BRWEMERAE LS (it 34) O7 LA 7wk

pey

N

LA RICAEE AL < (p=0.97), BEM:

iml/‘ (12

88%) R &L 72> T D,

LASIK PRK Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean 5D Total Mean 5D Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Roasman 2010 -0.2481 0887 34 -0691 07345 34 40.0% 0.44[0.03, 0.89]
Alio 2009 -0.843 03204 141 -08M 03Z7F5 a1 B00%  -0.02[-010 008
Total (95% CI) 175 85 100.0% 0.16 [-0.28, 0.61]

Heterogeneity: Tau®*= 0.08; Chi*=461,df=1(P=003), F=78%
Testfor averall effect Z=072 (P =047)

2 1 0 1

1
2
Myopic [LASIK] Myopic [PRK]

X 26 : 3) BHREFMEREAESL INE54) 07+ LA N TRy b

~
<

BRICAEE
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1372 < (p=0.47), BEMEIT = (I2=

78%) f k& 7p > T\ 5,



LASIK PRK Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean [D] SD[D] Total Mean[D] SD[D] Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI[D] IV, Random, 95% CI [D]
Alio 2004 -0.461 0.874 34 -0.85  0.985 34 10.8% 0.38 [-0.06, 0.83] b ——
Rosman 2010 -1.474 0,342 141 -1.816 0.527F 51 89.2% 0.34[0.19, 0.50] .
Total {95% CI) 175 85 100.0% 0.35 [0.20, 0.49] ’
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chit= 0.04, df=1 (P = 0.89); F= 0% 52 51 P 15 é

Test for overall effect Z= 4.64 (P = 0.00001)

Myopic [LASIK] Myopic [PRK]

X127 : 3) ARFEAMERE LR (% 104) 07+ VAT my b

AT RICHE 2T 7 < (p=0.00001), %

FLUE M

=

R (12=0%) FEiR L& Lo TV

=L

LASIK LSA Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean [D] SD[D] Total Mean [D] SD[D] Total \Weight IV, Random, 95% CI[D] IV, Random, 95% CI [D]
Alio 2009 -0.461 0.874 34 -0.85 0.9495 34 148% 0.39 [-0.06, 0.83] =
Drriani 2010 (Hw) -0.63 0.9 102 -1.06 1.7 40 11.9% 0.43[-0.13, 0.99] T
Driani 2010 (L) -0.33 053 162 -0.64 083 85 22.3% 0.31[0.11, 0.51] -
Iversen 2012 -1.544  0.566 ] -1.987 0484 7o12.9% 0.44 [-0.07, 0.98] T
fivai 2008 -0.7 0.9 18 0 0.4 22 147% -0.70[-1.15,-0.25] —
Rosman 2010 -1.474 0342 141 -1.816 04527 51 23.4% 0.34[0.19, 0.50] -
Total (95% Cl) 466 239 100.0% 0.21 [-0.05, 0.48] ]‘
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.07; Ghi*=18.97, df= 5 (P = 0.001%; F=75% 52 51 3 15 é

Testfor overall effect £=1.58 (P =0.11)

X 28 : 3) HFEFMERE A (A Bigs

BRICA EE

~
<

1272 < (p=0.11), BE ML Em W (I2=

Myopic [LASIK] Myopic [LSA]

) O7 LA Ny b

75%) fEHR L 7p o T B,
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LASIK PRK Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% Cl

El Marghraby 1999 0 24 0 24 Mot estimakble

tivai 2008 0 18 2 22 100.0% 0.22[0.01, 482 ¢ .

Total (95% CI) 42 46 100.0% 0.22 [0.01,4.97] e —

Total events a 2

Heterogeneity: Nntappllcable 'D.D1 D!1 1'D 1DD'
Testfor overall effect: £=0.95 (F=0.34) Favours [LASIK] Favours [PRK]

4 29 : 4) FHIEGLT) 2 BeBELL EOBINRT (i 24F) o7+ LA R T m oy b

=i

LA AR A 21T 72 < (p=0.34), BEMEITEFHEARREOR R L Lo TV D,

LASIK PRK Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Alio 2009 3 34 3 34 290% 1.00[0.19, 5.34]
Rasman 2010 g 1# 7 a1 T1.0% 0.38[0.13,1.10
Total (95% CI) 175 85 100.0% 0.50 [0.20,1.23]
Total events 11 10
Heterogeneity: Tau = 0.00; ChiF=0.92 di=1 {F=034) F=0% 'D.D1 D!1 1- 1'D 1DD'
Testfor overall effect: Z=1.80(F=0.13) Favours [LASIK] Favours [PRK]

30 : 4) HEIEMT) 2 BePELL EOME IR T (fffk 104F) o7+ LA K7 v b
AR RICHEEZIT /2 < (p=0.13), EEMEIFEWY (12=0%) OfEF LT

Do
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LASIK PRK Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI

Alio 2008 3 34 3 34 2649% 1.00[0.19, 5.34] ——

El Marghraky 1999 i] 24 i] 24 Mot estimahle

Mivai 2008 0 18 1 22 T1% 0.39[0.01,10.10]

Rosman 2010 g 14 7 a1 B6.0% 0.381[0.13,1.10 —l—

Total (95% CI) 217 131 100.0% 0.49[0.21,1.17] e

Total events 11 11

Heterogeneity, Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0.94, df=2 (P = 0.62); F= 0% =IZ| o1 051 150 1DIZI=
Test for overall effect Z=1.60F =0.11) 'Faw:uuré [LASIK] Favours [PRK]

31:4) FBIEHRN) 2 BeBSLL EOHENMET (RMBiging) o7+ LA M7 my b

=i

FAERICAEZT < (p=0.11), EEMEIIIEV 12=0%) OFERL 2> T

Do
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#F 11 IR ROE &

A e s HEFEITIE BIES 12 #5
D EFH [95%CI] At

DARIRME) 1.0 DL EoElE 2 94 v R 1.96 16%

(#ht% 2 4F) (7%, MH) [0.73,5.22]

DHHIREL 1.0 DL LIS 3 162 A v Xl 1.60 65%

(%) (744, MH) [0.32,7.86]

2) BAEJEHTE$+0.5D LI 2 232 A v Xk 1.60 0%

DIEF| DEIS (Tt 2 47) (7445, MH) [0.32,7.86]

2) BREJEPTE$+0.5D LIN - 2 240 A v Xk 1.60 76%

DIERFI DO EIA (i 2 10 4F) (7% 2, MH) [0.32,7.86]

2) F R T £ $%+0.5D AN 5 689 A v Xl 1.60 67%

DIEF OEIE (R BLEER) (744, MH) [0.32,7.86]

3) E Al Bk 4 356 P 0.20 85%

(#it% 2 4F) (Zo#n, IV)  [-0.21,0.62]

3) E A Bk 4K 2 31 V¥ -0.02 88%

(it 3 47) (& a, IV)  [-0.94,0.90]
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(5% b5 &)
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BT

(#it% 10 47)
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BT

(A& BLZRI)

240 =
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240  HyFE

(T A A

705 R3PS

CZ PN

90 F v Xt

CZ PN

21 7 Xt

CZ PN

300 7y Xt

CZ PN

IV)

IV)

IV)

MH)

MH)

MH)

0.16
[-0.28, 0.61]
0.35
[0.20, 0.49]
0.21
[-0.05, 0.48]
0.22
[0.01,4.92]
0.50
[0.20,1.23]
1.60
[0.32,7.86]

78%

0%

5%

N.A.

0%

0%

95%CI : 95%[EHEXME T X A T X LHRET IV

MH : Mantel-Haenszel &

IV:Inverse-varriance &

N.A.=not applicable G HEAFE)
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Egger’s test: 1) 0.454, 95% fEMHX[H[-17.05, 17.95], p=0.797(2-tailed)
Begg’s test: Kendall tau (corrected) =0.000 p=1.000 (2-tailed)
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A ETHE SN TS PRK & LASIK % bl L7z A X fiifr 2 4% &, Yang
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WD, BEMEMES 2o TWnDH EEX BN D, Alio 2009 DS ILFREE TR
(-6~-10D), Rosman 2010 O#EITAGRETH (-10D LA L) &IEFI OREAL F#8g
E~PEETEN G EN T RWZ & RO, FET & SR R £ R R

DA THDHZ L LVEROMRICEET H20LELD D,
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