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Abstract

With the advent of refractive cataract surgery, the intraocular lens (IOL) formula continues to be
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updated and modernised to incorporate new technologies and data such as ray tracing, more ad-
vanced modern regression models, artificial intelligence, 3D imaging, etc. Many new formulas
have emerged in this context, such as the Barrett Universal II, Kane, Hill-radial basis (Hill-RBF),
Olsen, EVO 2.0, and Ladas Super, etc. The correlation between refractive accuracy after cataract
surgery and axial length (AL) is mainly reflected in the key role of accurate preoperative mea-
surement of AL parameters as an aid to the selection of the optimal formula for calculating the re-
fractive force of IOL. This paper summarises how to choose formulas for different ALs and divides
them into three parts: IOL formula selection for short ALs, IOL formula selection for long ALs, IOL
formula selection for full ALs. According to these three different ALs parts, this paper provides a
review of the research progress on the comparison of the accuracy of IOL calculation formulas in-
cluding some new formulas.
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1. 5|8

FI R ALfE ERECE TR 2 8, BEE H BT PRSI R BT e AWkl . 2R Mg
IOL K& IOL 5 A3 K iz M, ANEFARCE BRI E B E RSN TR HE R A, 3
X B A 6 RCR AL B T 2 B SR 5 A B R . Vi KRR M S B E AR G S i, A
B A 2 N R Z AR & (9 TOL 5 2UR B A WA 5 JE S ORI R SCHE[1], Horh IR
FERVHN T EAREEC I EES K. eI H §9 IOL 2 sUrh 2B AT i SRk £ LU NS fit 5 52
BRI EE R, ASORAS R IRl 7 8 % IOL T 5 A U AT E R AT —ZRik

2. AEAR#RT IOL 3+ EH AR AESE

P B A T AR A4 S RS 0 M 2 1 55 TOL DG AU — SRS 4R 15, L 50 4R LR, JE TR
e A B 20 4D 80 SEARFFEE AR ERI A AT, X T IEW IRHI(22 mm < AL < 26 mm)47 H A B R
BRE N LRI AR, TOL 2 3QiH SR HERS AT 2 5521, X TR IRA(AL < 22 mm) FHC AR Al (AL >
26 mm) W% 4% TOL 152 2 LASRAS B 1) 00Ut B2 RIS T PR o T I R IR T R o THIKS 43 3l
MR IR A A HRABHVE RS A0 T8 % IOL 5 A BT ik .

2.1. EERHIERE IOL HEAR

1993 4, Hoffer [3] & Kl 53 HR 476 Bl VP4l TOL 115 A A HEmf 14, b2 H AL < 22 mm { H Hoffer Q
A IR B2 BE . 2000 4F, Hoffer [4]BIEiPE 5 # 317 R RIAN Holladay 2 AN H T AL < 22 mm
i 5 Hoffer Q MIMERIEAM L FEIF R T /53, Holladay 2 5 Hoffer Q 15 T 5€ 440 [F] 1~V 3 4 Xt
J61% ZE (mean absolute refractive error, MAE)ATE: K% 7, H Holladay 2 7R 1 55 R AN K A AR it AR b 9 1]
Gb, BT HR/NIR % . 2011 4, Aristodemou Z5[5 1K 8108 HHERGY AR FTHK B, 7F 20 mm < AL <21
mm Y& H N, Hoffer Q TP E iR ZE &K, 7E£ 21 mm < AL < 21.5 mm JE[H P, Hoffer Q A1 Holladay 1
RSP S, ER PR ME AT BEAE % S ELE T Hoffer Q. Holladay 1 Al SRK/T =/MA. 2014 4,

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2023.133582 4057 Il R 125 23k i


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2023.133582
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

PUILg

Eom Z5:[6]%f 75 RERSHATHE & I T AL <22 mm, 4805574 (anterior chamber depth, ACD) < 2.40 mm
i}, Haigis 243k Hoffer Q AN #ERH, ACD >2.40 mm I —F 2 ¥ 2%, Hoffer Q Al Haigis Fiill i
JEYGRE R ZERE ACD HI/NHE K. 2016 5, Kane %5714 3241 HHR$E H Barrett Universal 11, Haigis«
Hoffer Q. Holladay 1. Holladay 2. SRK/T F1 T2 $£ 7 MANFE AL < 22 mm B ¥ TR HERR 1 TCBE 12 2%
St IMTE 2018 4, Melles 25 (8 [k RAEA BB wF 74N 18,501 H R, L% T Barrett Universal 11, Haigis«
Hoffer Q. Holladay 1. Holladay 2. Olsen Al SRK/T /A 2\ TEAE A P& F IOL (SN6OWF, SA60AT) 1 JiE Y
HERIYE, Z RS H SIS AL <22.5 mm i Barrett Universal 11 ) MAE /)N fil Hoffer Q # MAE £k, Bl
X FE R 41l £ % Barrett Universal 11 AEM—%, R T HAN R T IRKR 853\ 7] ) Hoffer Q AU
A T R IR A S i, AR — AT RO 2B B AT B A SN LR AT DR . A, A e
X — R AR, Kane SF[90F 5T 12 40 AR 4h I 24H H (AL < 22 mm), & T A T8 58 5 # 1) Hill-RBF
A3, H MAE tb Barrett Universal 11 1%, W& T Holladay 1, {H4:R#HVEW 4> #r Hill-RBF 34 Bor
tH B3 = AR B DOAR 2 25 i (R HERA

2.2. KERHIEE IOL HEAR

2.2.1. SRK/T A3

SRK/T AN =ZMRAXMAER GG 7IREREARX, HHSE RPN LS S, i
JESP- [ 25 TOL P [ (¥ AH G E SEBR[10] [11] Aristodemou 55[5]IAF AL > 27 mm i SRK/T 25
MAE &I T e, 85 RYELE T 0 LA HL 4 T Hoffer Q. Holladay 1 il SRK/T =42
30, Haigis I —A0A NS M RN SZ5 .« Karabela Z5[12] & B SRK/T 72 207 48 il K Al 1) BRI b
IR R e, AR SR e AT T SRK/T FEK AR Al i #ERA M [13] [14]. LAk,
Wang-Koch 46 GE 4% [ MK SRK/T 2 2Bl & AR 4l A8 K 5 I WA IR JiE 6 iR 22 15], 5 AR5 [16]0F 5T 48
AL > 30 mm i, SRK/T A% Wang-Koch L6530 7 #ERf 1, F£ % 685 Barrett Universal 11 A 5
(1 2R AH 2

2.2.2. Haigis 4%

2009 4F Haigis [17]if3d IOL #4EH 5 IOL JULTTAR )56 R4 T H — NG 80 AR A B (ELP) 5% 5%
JUT RIS P IRIBE B M 7782, ELP = g, +(a,ACD)+(a,AL) , HH7 a 2580 A #4, a, 4 ACD # 3,
a, N AL %%, Bl Haigis AR aps a1+ ap BREZEYERNETN ELP, ELP 51X =AM B E A, HEE
R, HHER RS LLSE I Haigis X T AR HE LA A TOL AR HEAGE R, kR
IR /N Z ek v 5 $L [ 18] . Haigis A XXAENE TN AR, ERIRB A OCHT 70 b R B AR e
AR 14] 197,

2.2.3. Haigis F1 SRK/T BO/4ER M LB

H AT SRK/T F1 Haigis 24 20w 2 i b A T I PR ARl oy Y B AR T 5 TOL ot B 4, O TP 5 ko
JHE— S 1 e) R VE 2 73 AT RHR SR, EBRA X A RS TIRA I =N, Z2HE5 100 A T Haigis BURE
£, EHENTHKRM. Bang Z5[201%) 53 HER(AL > 27 mm)ifF 50 &8, A SUER K XA Haigis >
SRK/T > Holladay 2 > Holladay 1 > Hoffer Q. Sharma %5[21]th18 i T Haigis /A3 H TR H#H L SRK-T &
TR PR 45 18 (Haigis 1) MAE 4 0.56 D, SRK/T ] MAE A 0.75 D). Chen Z5[22]5%F b 7 PUAH A AE 148 H
HR AR b R, 79 4 26 mm < AL < 33 mm i Haigis Fl SRK/T A SRR HHF, AL > 33 mm I Haigis
ARG 52 R, 2 S [23 1800 103 R BRI KR Ak £ Haigis A1 SRK/T A #ERf 14 56 1=,
{EAE KR (AL > 30 mm)i% % Haigis A 20 A43& . {2 Zhang Z5[ 1910 7/ H T AFKIZE#: AL > 29 mm
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I} Haigis 1 SRK/T (1) J 6 i v 22 o G it 2% 22 5 o

2.2.4. Haigis §1 SRK/T Bttt

B 7 _ESCHE K SRK/T 24 30/ Wang-Koch {216« Haigis 2 20N EALE B4 LLAL, S0 4E R AEIX P
AEEAE BRI T EEE AT AT R E RS, DU SIS AR AR RS B . Zhang ZE[19]
F& th P b U M R 26 (KB 5 IX AN A N HER M B AH0C, KRB H Haigis 71 SRK/T I 1%
e K A A XIS BN . S5 [24 22 WA 7 7% PPSE (—0.2~-2.0)/(-0.5~-1.8) D
REfd SRK/T Al Haigis 2> A AERGTETE 5. Wang Z5[25142 0 7 —F AL > 25 mm IR AL 0463, x>
6.0 D ) IOL, AL MRAbiETERE S IOL HH0EA S, X 1<5.0 D (1) IOL, K filid i i i i 1 oAb s
1) AL A AR R - Abulafia S5[13]8F 70 1 BOGT#5 AP0l & 2H (the User Group for Laser Interfe-
rence Biometry, ULIB)FI AL fRALTEA F A A ML IERF DL, KL ULIB 4k Haigis A XA SRK/T A
AR IERRE 4, X+ AL >26 mm. IOL > 6.0 D i, SRK/T. Haigis (ULIB {{t.). Barrett Universal II.
Holladay 2 F1 Olsen 2 20 T %4 5 f¢ 4f; 6+ AL > 26 mm. IOL < 6.0 D K}, Holladay 1 (AL 4b). Haigis
(AL fAL) A1 Barrett Universal IT 23 2 i 0 25 SR £ 4

2.2.5. Barrett Universal I1 23,

Kaneet 26[7|7F 3241 HERHPLLE T 7 FA X (Haigis. Hoffer Q. Holladay 1. Holladay 2. Barrett
Universal II.SRK/T F1 T2 A 30)J5 & B, fE K AR fl (AL > 26 mm)H* Barrett Universal 11 £33 T f{& MAE,
HERVE e o I AESR BT [26]-[3 1 1BAR 2 7 L5 F, MhATT#RHE 7 Barrett Universal 11 7 KR 4
IR PR 1 3k A Tz —, RSB B2 AN AR E Pt i 1 A% SE 1) Haigis A1 SRKUT, N 1 s FEI A IG H 2 AL >
30 mm B —Far S A, HARX R Barrett Universal 11 A J5 37 A 22 F8 6 f AR R es 52 IR il K B A 52
%/N27] [28].

2.2.6. Olsen 2R,

Olsen “F[32]Q&EMEHGI AN T C HEM B L Z0E R A BT IOL 16, Jofm il ELP
FEHARER S, BE K HR AR BEAERA A FEC TR . Olsen AIVGLRIE BRIE A SES:4% G5 A ST HE (0 FR
HEFA IR . AL ACD FISERIE R, DRLIRE G T 2ix Se 2500 57 i i S B0 Mg 22 38 K o, RISy
BTG ARTFEARWAALE BT . Cooke Z5[331ELH: T 9 fh IOL HHHE AR KIIA T AL > 26 mm 1)
ARG, Olsencopcr MIUERAIEDL T HAL A . 2018 4F, Melles Z5[8][mI 1470 #7 18501 HHEREH AL > 25.5 mm
F) K HR 4 7 21 7 Olsen 2 2 MAE #¢/)N, Holladay 1 Fl Hoffer Q A 2] MAE ¢ K . Rong 5[29]4 #T Haigis
TE K HR b vp 4 v A P4 380 €8T Barrett Universal IT F1 Olsen [ 3R R K&, BEIR="ARIYZ RIIR K EEK)
S0, {H Haigis 38 53 /M52 21 T A 5 28 00 s ma W) RIS T HEmf b

2.2.7. HibFE 10L AR

BT EURPIAS 2 2040, B i 7 42 HH Kane A 30 EVO 2.0 AR BLLFET AN T8 BERI 2 K ik Hill-RBF
2.0 AXHFKIRAETM IOL JEs A — ettt . Darcy £ [34]1F4h 7 10930 HERTE 9 Ff A
HERPE R I, TC V8 2 4 IR A W A 2 AN [R] AR S T2 4H 73 #, Kane A REBHEAT4XHEH, 4 AL > 26 mm
i MAE A Kane (0.329) < Barrett Universal II (0.338) < Hill-RBF 2.0 = Olsen = Holladay 2 (0.352) < Haigis
(0.359) < SRK/T (0.363) < Hoffer Q (0.454) < Holladay 1 (0.475), H:¥1 Holladay 2 A1 Hill-RBF 2.0 5 AL
AL B BT RA . Wan Z5[35190 A Hill-RBF 2.0 2 27E & B3 A0 R of (o e A 12 2 LS Barret
Universal I1 1 Haigis FH#3¢ (=34 ") MedAE 24, P =0.007), Jf HALt T Hoffer Q. Holladay 1 1 SRK/T
A . Roberts 5 [36]HF 7T & W 7£ Hill-RBF /2 2UA Barrett Universal 11 23 2 7E 6045 K R 5l i1 il 5 b 17 K i
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RIS TR RS R . Tan [37]7E = £E S IOL HXtEE 8 A5 H, AL > 28 mm B} EVO 2.0 )7
MR .

2.3. £RMIERE IOL HE LK

Kane &[7)%} 3241 HHRELE T 7 F /A 20(Barrett Universal I1. Haigis. Hoffer Q. Holladay 1. Holladay
2. SRK/T #1 T2 A 3)/5 AN Barrett Universal I AL H 3%, EPIRA22 mm < AL <24.5 mm). 1K
AR%H(24.5 mm < AL < 26 mm). KR §H(AL > 26 mm) =44 7 Barrett Universal 11 3753 3 T /%) MAE.
J& 2018 4 Melles %5 [8]7E — M HRFEA S AT R, LA T 18,501 HHRLE 7 M A AN B AR A
TR JE SRR PE, 2 ORISR & IR A FEJEWE K E, Barrett Universal 11 2 U R AR TR0 1%
ZEHe/lN, Olsen K2, (HASEIMRSH XA N IS5 1A BTz, L 1309 2.2.6. 104 . 2020 47 5% 5 {1 e il %%
PR Z(NHS) I — T 50 bR sSca it T4 g, 7R IRl BN A B, 7&K 4
Kane 22 b HAR 2 20U R, Hill-RBF 2.0 ¥X2, Olsen A RALJEH =[34]. Pereira Z[311HLE T 12 Fh A
A K I Kane 2 RAEBEAR > M7 b S #ER - Roberts Z5[36]#F 7% B : Hill-RBF /A A1 Barrett Universal I
AXIPSLATH AT e A MEAE B L I A il el K R E R I 5

3. ING

YT RIIRANT S, H AT Hoffer Q A8R8%E A\ 2 feid F T IRl =9 22X, X IOL e Jy )it 55
T 7 HAT A BRI B %, FIK Haigis A1 Holladay 2 75 55 HR 4l o 1) B F AR Bt — e PR R4, 0
4K Barrett Universal 11 A2 E] TR KIS, #5038 0] & B dAs A P, (B0t 6 IR A 1) 4 1
PEOLFE A 15 Sk — 2 HIBF ST ARIIE .

X AHRATT F . A5 X IOL AXIBCRAERA Ok M, SRK/T (=M IOL 2~
)1 Haigis (38 PUAK TOL 2 20 PR 23 DA B ey E A 14 10 52 B IR I T2 A8, A SR B S 5 B i — 2%,
JEH A KR A Haigis FRERTE TR . 5340, A2 Wang-Koch 1%, Haigis 4k K {E.
ULIB # %, [mE )7 78 % PPSE &5 7R IE A s NRe it — 2 8 8 e ik, — @R Bopth 174 B IR
TS HOEA G o~ N HER I K I RE— AR TOL 2 ik B8 H TR HR Fl B I Lo AR S
AEHE R, He Ll Barrett Universal I1 #1 Olsen A4C3R, #ERATESLE Haigis A1 SRK/T 2 L. #t4t,
Kane 230, i Hill-RBF 2.0, EVO 2.0 AR H 17 x5 IRl J ' B0 ) sk i ik (A3 TR 2
B R LA, BEEIRBAWTIE N, & 2T JE e 2 280K, REEMERBIE, fEEK
Ry ICARE . B2, W HATHEF, FATE I SRK/T. Haigis. Barrett Universal II Fll Olsen iX U FH 2
(AT MAR AL SE, 5 I BOR) A T IR P 35 2 LU T 52 (1), (R R Rl B S0 4% 5 =Fl . Kane 2
s EVO 2.0 A3, Hiii Hill-RBF 2.0 2 LB 2%, @7 2 H P HIG R IE.

XA B K B Va1 5, B AR HIL B 1 22 0 Barrett Universal 11, Kane  Hill-RBF 2.0 1 Olsen,
H APl Barrett Universal 1T 4 z0F1 Kane AU RIS IERANEE -

SE ik
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