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Study of modified instrallation of intraocular lens in FLACS
HUANG Wei, SONG Bi-ying, CAO Ting, FU Min, LEI Cai-feng, JIANG Shi-chun, GUAN Rong-rong, LI Chong-yi,

HU Pan  (Department Of Ophthalmology , Daping Hospital of Army Medical University , Chongqing 400042 , China)

Abstract: Objective To investigate the effect of modified instrallation of intraocular lens (I0L) in patients treated with femtosecond
laser assisted cataract surgery( FLACS). Methods Eighty patients underwent FLACS in Daping hospital of Army Medical University were
randomly divided into the control group and the observation group,with 40 cases in each group. All the patients were implanted with foldable
posterior chamber I0Ls which was made of one-piece two-loop hydrophobic acrylic. The IOLs in the control group were installed with the con-
ventional method, while the I0Ls in the observation group were installed with modified method. The time of operation, the unfolded time of
lens , the changes of loops after IOL implantation , the rate of IOL damage ,cornea edema and lens reposition of the two groups were compared.
Results Compared with the control group, the operation time and the unfolded time of lens in the observation group were shorter, and the
differences were statistically significant (P <0.01). The auto-unwrapping of the posterior loop after the implantation of the lens in the obser-
vation group was better than that of the control group,and the differences were statistically significant (P <0.01). There was no significant
difference in the rate of TOL damage,corneal edema and lens reposition between the two groups (P >0.05). Conclusion The modified in-
strallation of intraocular lens can improve the unfold of the IOL loops after implantation, decrease the operation time ,improve the efficiency of
the operation and reduce the incidence of intraoperative accidents.
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