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Abstract

e The implantation of posterior chamber phackic
intraocular lens ( PCPIOL) has been widely carried out
worldwide, and its safety and efficacy have been well
recognized. How to accurately choose the length of
implantable collamer lens (ICL) in order to obtain the
ideal vault and reduce postoperative complications, has
been a research hotspot. This paper reviews related
reports on the relationship between the length of ICL and
its postoperative vault.
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Ja b5 BUA SRR BN T IR AR (posterior chamber
phackic intraocular lens, PCPIOL ) J& 47 f R A HR A T &tk
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PUAS AR AT R (12, 1,126 13,2 13. Tmm ) , Tfii Zeiss—
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feGE e £ N T R AR K B2 i =02 AR 408 i 5 TR B
(anterior chamber depth, ACD) , 7 £ JE /K S ELA2 B9 Fefilh [
Bmo0.5~1.0mm, 24 2. 8mm<ACD<3. 5mm I}, SR {&
KB K WTW+0. S5mm; 24 ACD>3. 5mm B, SR &K BE K
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+0. 79mm, 10L Master {2582 5 7RG A B2, 77 11 L 4% Fh
IS IR 2ZJ0 B 0. 4 ~0. 6mm, FA IS S 5 5 0 4 =&
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FESHOEIEASC, HPE 1 K ACD R B3 I 2 (anterior
chamber area, ACA ) . iy IR K 77 2 1 pl 2 2 12 (lens
curvature radius, Lenscur) IR 74) 8] 5 S i 2] R 48 /i 38
TE 25 (distance of sulcus—to—sulcus plane to anterior lens
surface,STSL) \WTW S5HESAELELEMOC R | dl 7 T HE &
B[l 09 5 2 Vault (mm ) = 1.785 + 0. 017X, ( ACA ) +
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