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Abstract

Keratoconus is a kind of corneal ectatic disease which seriously endangers the vision. It is easy to
diagnose because of its typical clinical manifestation in the completion stage. However, the early lack
of typical manifestations makes clinical diagnosis difficult and easy to miss. In recent years, corneal
refractive surgery is widely carried out in China. It is very important to screen keratoconus before
surgery. The diagnosis equipment and technology of keratoconus are reviewed.
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1. 518

[5] #f£ £ 5 (Keratoconus, KC) & — e WL I MRS sk MR A, BN 1 ISR J= 2 TR 1 12 B o i
Hh e By 55 r g TR AR T A e BN R 320 3 A e AL R AR A AR B I 1] . [ A R AE At R R R A N
0.05%~0.23%, H Hif [F#fE 1 L1 0093 IR RUEAS B A, 7T e 5 SR, . RS OB FRiRIRI 2. $2AR . Leber
Fe RVERS . DLIREREMESEA C[1] [2]. TR B4 A R i KA AR 58 O A IR 1]«
SE A R A i B URLARAE 40 Fleischer 1. Vogt 2k, Munson fiE4%, 7EIGIR 25 50 R 5], {5510 5
HE A AR ) 1E % B Z ORIG R R IA Gy Rk I BEERTBOR . B i i,  IRFHZE A= Al SE 5L R LR
HEA AR . PRI PR oG T G HE A BRI A VB AT R0

2. fARRIE

£ R TE B — PR 2 AR RN ERT IR, T 52 MR e S 23T A I T A RRAE [3] . A it T
E2 WikriE 2 R Rabinowitz /ST R 1H R E Y71 > 46.5 D; MEHL R 3 mm b5 77 3 mm ibJE
eI ZAE > 1.26 D; WU I AT R M EE S ZEMEH > 0.92 D [4]. {2 1A 14 #7155 10T fi 2 1 B85 2 T
KA 5K, MBHE EUXEET Placido it A2 e & 0 K AR OB 9 i ISR SR AE A R T R 10D, e W
W)L A S R TR AR AL

3. Orbscan ERBETF5 93 47{%

Orbscan AR FT 5 43 A7 AR ke 4% s o AN L5 5 il 2 A RS T 1 AR () s AR 2 25 1T 1) o8 5 o ML IR
SR FREGAEH A5 I, 76 0.7 s PI3RAT 20 sk pk st R (3 40 5K E18). [FIRE, IRERIZ &40 %,
HAET SN LA & . Orbscan RS M5 Bl ¢ 1M1 26100, T JE A 2 [/ ARG 55 A% [5]. Orbscan #J3512
T R A RS A . AR IR A < 460 pum, XUHRAHZE > 20 um; ABEATRIE & > 0.025 mm, MREE
[fi =% >0.05 mm [6].

Mohammad Reza Jafarinasab &5 [7]4:& Hi BT X J3 I AR [ B A RN 1 85 N P s 2 1 s B i 7t A0y 51
um, FAUREEFIRR 53 BE 53 73] 89.23%. 98.58%,  Ffi IS A R IHI e BE I T s A 19 pum,  HCBBURK BE AR 7 FE
514 93.850%. 97.16%. Mohammad Aghazadeh Amiri £5[5]H Hi 78 Hh Sy b i [RIARE A s rh, SR e
FOAR, LT RETC 88 50 5 35 F M A 2% 1 7™ o (G A £ 5 o, S35 HH VR ok IR, TR G A Orbscan
T2 5 P ) AT S A 2

4. Pentacam BRETT 9 #T{Y

Pentacam 1 N—FhERefb 4 jiefs Scheimpflug M4 e, FIREEMATWIEAR . —4EE, i
56 R HI 9 1) = 4 1 . Pentacam FR 445 H (W HT AR 11 &1 /N T+12 pm N IE , +12~+15 um A 5E,
KF+15 um FEoR [ HEA AT BE s JE R M N T+17 pm YN IEF, +17~+22 um AATEE, KT+22 um 2
NG HE A

Abdolreza Medghalchi 25 [8] 4 1[5 #E #f B 11 7 R 5 5 A 5 f % 1 /= 5 2 30 3% TEAH 5% (P < 0.001 i r >
0.625), = iX#H TAFRFEMZ(ROC BHZk) M o, 1T e A MR T e J5E 2 6F [ HE A -7 391 47 il 41 T A
(Area Under Curve, AUC)E 5 4F, il J& #6211 g FE 72 /2 ilid Scheimpflug 2461 Belin/Ambrosio 5 H
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K. Scheimpflug 5 AR SRS 1 A1 R85 2 10 e B R T s 7 RS2 TR v P 2 2500 i [ 9 1) 7 E B
A — BN SHNE . 2 PHEF[O]HE I PR 54 A R 4H 5 1E 8 WO ALY J5 R IH = B (s W S RS
FVRF S E 50 52 13.57 pm. 75.1%. 92.6%. /53 1M 5 KT 13.57 um Syl S [ HE A IS 1.

5. BIEEFHETETEES#(AS-OCT)

BT BOGEAE T W1 =335 (AS-OCT) & AEFe il 4 I 2 5 3 g 2H 43 — ksl — 4 BUR BALES . RS A2 A e
TR R, W AR R A, RS AT S AR R A R R

Mohamad EI Wardani Z5[10]42 H i & #ififiw 0> 5 £ (Index of Height Decentration, IHD) k- 0.014 pum #
MANGFHE, KT 0.016 pm WG FAE, IHD f27EF4508 3 mm BRI E-5, AR B T7 1) ) &
T 5 . Koji Kitazawa S5 [ 11142 H A B0 5 mm B2 X3 1) #1 IR J 2R TR 2 B (anterior-posterior ratio of
corneal surface area, As/Ps)5 £ JIF J5 & f5t e Ak 52 2 2 IEAH IS (r = 0.879, P < 0.001), s ik A JibE Ji 22 11 5 1 4
T AR HT R AR A, GRS T G HE A %) A IS T EL AR IR AT R ORI . Kazutaka Kamiya 55
[12]3% S RIAE A HEANE B, AS-OCT R LA fff Hhu i 5 A F5E T J 28 T8 FR) R 3R v B2 o xR 31 L 3 MR AT
HEAA AR () HERA 260 0.991. [RIIE, T30 R HE M o JA R HER 2% 9 0.874. AS-OCT [F) At 4 AAH b HAR
STE T 7T DATE A LR IR P A7 01~ 00 2 A 552 2 DA % e B I TR R o

6. BRBZBR4T#T{L(Ocular Response Analyzer, ORA)

ORA J& K F WU Fe P B A SR & A AR ) 0 2 RS, dd S i) A b e 3 mm (1 — SRR S < imt
JERG FARRIEST 2 9k, 2 IRAA RS 1R s 0 22 2 1 IS 5 74 (Corneal Hysteresis, CH), el 1 A I Wi e &
(IREJT, TEULEEAE |, ORA it [ S v+ 5 1 i FH 77 K] F-(Corneal Resistance Factor, CRF), &/~
JERHPTAM 7T RE JI[13]

Wit 2 S [13]92 th b A [ A IR e, ARBLZ AR, CH Al CRF AMTFEAK. 24 CH 74 8.650 mmHg
i, (X 0 R 555 1% AR 0 R R 53 5 0 ) A2 87.2% 11 84%; CRF iy 8.55 mmHg i, [X 4 B4 £
it 5 T 5 IR R 0 R AR S B 20 9902 74.4% 11 92% . Fangdun Bao Z5[14]#2 ! CH 1l CRF 5 ff JE £ 2R
HA K, BEERIFEALIIR, MR E TRIRFThEE, SEABIHAN ERES . Yu Zhao %5[15]
HE NI BE 24 (Stiffness parameter AL, SP-AL) &R I M IEHT AR T R J1 A T s o B A (5 HE M i 1% 1 Je
SP-A1l ANKrid/), SP-Al 5 CH 1 CRF S IEAHIK, SP-Al 5y s KIMIRA I 1) % A2 1 2 (deformation
amplitude, DA) R 7AHIE, HIFEHEMABAR DA KT IEF MM . (H2E ORA MR E XA IR HARE o
PRSI S S I FE, 1T RE S EUbRHEAE W) 1124 2 50(CH A1 CRI) TR IE 5 A RSV I R (53 40 £ 165 114 i
%

7. RBEEMHZ 5 H{Y(Corvis ST)

PR A1 172 53 B4 (Corvis ST) & — & Scheimpflug mdARML AT AXAS o 20 o ik 5t £ 5 e
REF, CSR AR E . AR PR R AR AR 2 B DL R A AR T R AR ) )
FRMESE: MEMVIEIRES 5 — 13 K PRSI R (ALT/A2T) 55 —/38 R PR A A B 10 A5 1)
I B3 e (Vin/Vout) s 3 B K FERAS B A I8 S 1) it 28 1 42(HC radius, HCR). ik i K PR S ] £ JIEE T
R [E] 1) 2 PR B (DA) [ 16] .

AWFLRM[L7], Corvis ST AT LAIX 73 1E 5 F 555 [ HE AL, [5HE A B Vin/Vout LA K DA LG IEH f
JELBH K. HCR LU IR A LR Sy, BRI mT AR Corvis ST U5 FLHARE HE A . Roghiyeh Elham
SE[18] 4 H X 7 [ A ORI IE 5 A A ALT 21 FHE R 7 ms, ROC HhZE NTHAR K T- 0.9 HAUSM:FIfs
VLI 90%. Ry e A IS ) T 5 R RURG SPE AR VPR N AR TR B, T A [ RSP, T [
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19 J 5 A FR) AR TR OR3P S i 3 S50 MG 82 A A1, 3 B2 T I [ AHL X 405 95 . Ambrrosio Z5[19]1% & Pentacam
F1 Corvis ST A% 2%, IO L THE Tk =2 A4 77 2% = 43 1 % B 68 1 (Tomographic and biomechanical
index, TBI), Ff#&tH TBI Lt Corvis ST 44712 #erf 2 b FIH R HE M I, TBI 2 5458 0.29,
ORGP AR S 43 A 90.4%. 96%. Mohammad-Reza Sedaghat Z5[17146 H TBI Tk £ sy s e
W, HAZWrim FHE A 0.49 I, AUC. BBUREARR 575 73734 1.0%. 100%71 100%. Pratik Kataria %[20]
P& DX 73 30 144 A SR I MR 1) TBI 2 Wil FHE 2 0.63 B, FLAERA M - RS ANRE 57 BE 733 99.5%.
99%7#11 100%.

8. E M

H TR TR B, K 2 B HE A R RO P01, [0 i R P e E Ay i = — Bk, 2B fifhk
DX 3 e P PR R A Rk e AR M e [ A R R A DD B0 e B . SR, DRl VSXT [21]4
DOCK9 [22]. ZNF469 [23]. FLG [24]. TGFBI [25]. RAB3GAP1 [26]. COL4A4 [27]. MPDZ [28]4 3k 4]
Al e 5 A A OC. Wang S5 [21]0F 70 K DRI HE M I VSXL Rk T, N VSX1 3 850MH (40 f ) 5+
WO, UL AN B AT ) 43 WA AR IR T R S5, 84S A R I R IR SR AR 4 A T AR RIS g, AT
IR 2 ARl R /b, 25 T IRMEMBERI K. Ha Ae Bae Z5[26]1F 7t 45 H RAB3GAPL L7 i) ¥it%
L % &1 (single nucleotide polymorphism, SNP) rs4954218 37 55 15 [ #E £ JI5 1 & A= 15 25 #H 5% . RAB3GAP1
YL KR E RAB3GAP (RAB3GTPase i &5 ) FIMEIL T 3L, /& RAB3 JE MM CB il 15 K1, %
A5 A S A 23 R ICR O gt . Saman Sargazi Z5[27]#2 Hi 3£ K] COLA4A il KIF26B &5 1 g A\
[ HE AR FEE I 5, COLAMA 11 St gmti i IR E H Thae M R B 1, IR A e A% 28 7 T BE > U AN RN
T AR e AR B IO XU . Bk 2 b, AREFCE R U HGF [29]. LOX [30] [3L1]45 2K 55 5 4 A1 I i & 2E
K,

(53] 7y 55 R 5 2 S0 P R A S Ao G T e 7 J 3 R 22 25 P 7 R o 3550 1 s PR A e o7
38 3 045 VSX1 [21]. DOCKO [22]. ZNF469 [23]. FLG [24]. TGFBI [25]453EK, — K=, R4
PR RS T A % AL e, ARBIHE A R A . AR SN BURTERE AR 5, R A
HEA ISR RIN, 28 BB A% HE DN A% 3 SR A% A 0 A S (L DRI 38009 s A5 A 2 N S0 1 ik PR A e
B ARG R R I, 5 FEONBURPERE RS 2, AT AR ST AR, 75 AT B4 A i e — 2P
AITAGET . S I R 2 AP SR M 2145 RAB3GAPL [26]. COL4A4 [27]. MPDZ [28]%%. il 44 i3
A7 A OR B (8773 Bl 4 Hh % i A0 A 58 88 A0 LUAE B DA R ZE P 2 38 N B0 S e i NS L) S
e FE AR I N BB 2 A AS . 45 20 MK (OR < 0.95). IE#H XU%:(0.95 < OR < 1.05) LA % & KUK:
(OR > 1.05).

[ A7 IS5 A2 A1 e e TF R P 4 o) A e, 20 0 A AR I R 8 50 12, S [ 4 o S R
SIEAHE, IGKRTEZIRIZ . 1GRS Tk 2R 1k e oy 512 W B8 A SR A D ks, 276
Z PR A BT 5 S W 5 A 5
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