I ES 5K 2019 4 11 A% 16 5% 21 i

Lab Med Clin, November 2019, Vol. 16, No. 21 e 3171 -

PR Z A HER2 BHPE K& A J5 407 Jr il A7 76 B B
Z5F(P<<0.05) ., ZRIMMR SR, 52FEBEMHLEL,
AR5 LR R B R 2 R B A R B O
HifEEE S B DGR kB g 2 &,
H HER2 & B He i o i

X F AR FUE B AT ORI F R B A 1) 8, 2%
TTEAR—, AR EMR. 5 35~40 % 2L I &
B, <35 AMBEETRAFRELERTE LD
W E RS . AAEIAE R 50 2 EREAFRE
JARE KR E N — DGR N R, BRE K
i 38 X L 8 A7 R R R0 a3 DR I IR s B R A N
ERYEP Y RN NI R =S o g T =i
JaAFTER = 0 A R S B AR SCRT B Y L, 5 4 A
AR 5=35 % HIF O B Y25, T LLAE T KUK IF &
.

28 b TR VAR RIAE IS B LR R FLTF R B 5 4R
BAERERAKH<35 B F ARG EA &0 JEH
BRI PR FLF AR A YT A B Tk K s .

2% Uk

(1] d WA, T, TER% 5. FLA I R 2L AR S B 6 7
AU S PR R A )] AR RS
B7 4 2275 ,2018,38(6) : 434-438.

o & RER T -

[2] SRIBUSE , PIH 2= o B W L M98 ol R AR YA R 0T 38 1
RGNV RS S NWET B A O = B 0 T A
S E A2 3 ,2018,28(1) : 55-61.

[3] YIM,HUNT K K.,ARUN B K, et al. Factors affecting
the decision of breast cancer patients to undergo contra-
lateral prophylactic mastectomy [ J ]. Cancer Prev Res
(Phila),2010,3(8):1026-1034.

[4] OHASHI R,KAWAHARA K,FUJII T,et al. Higher ex-
pression of EpCAM is associated with poor clinical and
pathological responses in breast cancer patients undergo-
ing neoadjuvant chemotherapy[ J]. Pathol Int, 2016, 66
(4):210-217.

[5] UEDA S,ROBLYER D,CERUSSI A, et al. Baseline tumor
Oxygen saturation correlates with a pathologic complete re-
sponse in breast cancer patients undergoing neoadjuvant chem-
otherapy[ ] ]. Cancer Res,2012,72(17) :4318-4328.

[6] ik, F/R, FMH. 5 EERHEE R LERTILRET
Ao ek d e v N s R B Ol s e v NG Rl = 0 ]
2 475,2018,38(1) :69-74.

[7] XU H X.WUK J,TIAN Y J,et al. Expression profile of SIX
family members correlates with clinic-pathological features and
prognosis of breast cancer: A systematic review and meta-anal-
ysis[J]. Medicine,2016,95(27) :e4085.

Ok H #1:2019-02-26 15 H 1 :2019-08-16)

DOI:10.3969/j. issn. 1672-9455, 2019, 21. 030

Nd:YAG #HA BT EEEBRERERAZWERZH S H

RTINS 7 S L e
1. AMKFEWRESE —ERRA,THFFMN 215006;2. LHEFTEAARERRA, LiF 201323

B OE.HE ME NI YAG #EBEHFELAEEGNEPCO) RGN KL KFE, FE T %%m PCO Risil
WAk BEE., HiE O ER2016F 1 AZE2017 F4 AL LEFTEANAARERRARA Nd: YAG #L#AFF
R& 76 PCO BF 96 6l .M B H RKAT  REMAMAKFALL S8 MR PCO Kumat R 5 H F )48 %4
P, RO O(DONYAG B AB R EEEFHMAE LT TARAIRS(P<<0.05) ;587 Mk, 2 Nd.
YAG #AET EBZMAKFLO0.3ATFoA A RRSH(P<0.05), (2)KRITAHERZHIE ARG
B PCO Zymutia & AahkmA X (P<<0.05); REMAWEAREL PCO L mat Al BB & Ak mA
X(P<0.05); BFREMNBRRTAEREL PCO XmIEAX(P<0.05), & F4FhmArns s
GEBERGEZEREM AN ARIRG(P<0.05) 544G LMAERANERENEEREN N KEY
T AABAEBABRIAERG G EH(P<0.05), &if Nd: YAG#HAEAREMAWESL PCO LBt R
JB A A ERA £,

FHITNd: YAG i k%

FEZESES RT76. 1

RGN M

XEARERD A TERS1672-9455(2019)21-3171-05

Ja BZPEE N B (PCO) & H N B 83 AR F LY
IR S R E R JE WL R MR R A
PCO &AL A J5 5% 8 SR A& - 7 4 il (LEC) F
WAE Y, IF WY 5 W BT K £ 2 TR R 25 4 A Elschnig
BERFE/MA 3 SR R M. Nd: YAG OB AR 8

A E{EESE  E-mail: Zhangxiaofeng@suda. edu. cn,

T O A Al v ) e A T B S L DT R A
— AN B B R e A | R A R TR
FAAR 2 HAETIAYY PCO i EE )5k, BRI —
S TR I R AE G RIT T FES . Nd: YAG #06xE
PCO H#H ARG K B RCR TS, P 83T



. 3172 -

I E¥ 51K 2019 4 11 A% 16 %% 21 #1  Lab Med Clin, November 2019, Vol. 16, No. 21

HXF PCORFEMAMEmHNEAEERZ L, AR
PEER F A AR BE B IR BRSO B9 4T Nd: YAG 3%
FEARIAIT I PCO B& AT U 52 BB a0 F .
1 &ME5RHE

1.1 — %R HHEC2016 41 H &= 2017 4E 4 A |
T A AR BS Be R BHICIA 9 PCO B 3t 96 i, H
W B 46 ], & 50 Il 4RI 53~92 %, 1 (72, 56 +
8.75) % s /e MR 44 9], 47 HR 52 9l s R AT A IF & HR 1
B, BEBEAS P 6 1, OGHR 3 1, AR ol 3 ). WA
PRifE . (1) M5 204k 1 B R 5 & A 5 28 RS TR
(2) FUFM 152w, B IE M J1=0. 2 H<1.0(Log-
mar 7717255 (3)Nd: YAG #OE A J5 B 1] K F 2
A (DI 38 38 T BE T R (5) IR IR WE R 58 4 . HEBR
P« (1) SR AR BRI AR R oD S A0 D sk i s (2)
AR A8 4 E 1 5 (3) IR BRAZ B, AN B [ A0 5 (4) UE 52 5l fF S8
IR A TR AR 5 BB OMIIEM T (6) &
IEA ™ H A 4 AR

1.2 Nd:YAG #OCAR T B &l R — 1 =
AT Nd: YAG BOEAR AR FR 5 F B 2R %0 IR i
P B 35 B AR 5 R 5 N T A A4 B TIPS AH X A0 B G &R VIR
FEAER DBk, 2 B ARFTAE R Z 45 . Nd: YAG 0t
ATy 2 ARG AS IR, AN FH 2% T PR 5 % HIR YL, AN
Opton Jog X BEIEIT . YAG 6L (Zeiss 319340-
9221, 9K 1 064 nm, IE 50 m]) . 6 I #E 6 R 4
Je 2 JEEST-THT 5 sk T A0 Bl L A i AR S A TR Dl R A
OGRS A HUK b g i IR R i T 46 8 I A
EXits S Ik 3 ol e e 1R DI S 3 g
H1.6~2.2 mJ. M 40~80 m], P HER 50 m].

1.3 RGAEEEET AR T 0SSR TR 88 IR B0
R,5 /K, 36 do RFRAMRTRE. AT AR
5 BRIR IRKE A BE TARE 1 d ARG 2
Ji ARJE AT E 2 (RAARERETH) .,

1.4 UEAsbr  WCAE BB I IR B B 7 9% kL, O 26 41
W PR 2 T WO R PCO K B R) S R
W AR S B ] A IR A R R
A A I A R s R T AR S B AR IE AL T, R
Ja It ZAE AR B .

1.5 JFRCHE  ARET ARG I3 A8 IE T,
K H Logmar 81 7R . (B & AR5 91 07 A0 He AR A k%

W B2 /N T A0 2 R R AT R R RS RCR AN

1.6 Siit=#ab ¥ ffiJf] SPSS 18. 0 48 it %4k 43 #r s
THEFE B DL o £ o, iF R R H A 0 R R IR
XFRFEIER MR R ¢ feiek F K%,
THECTERLR A X K256 2R FH £ 0T Logistic [l I 5% 7Y
SRR B E ARG W KEAECH R, DL P <
0.05 AEFAGI2=E L,

2 & ES

2.1 PCOELE AR PCOIBERGL=FRMM
B 1 s, Hoh 2R e A 19 1, b Rz 40 M A% 0 A E /D
1) Elschnig 2 Bk I 4 J6 240 i 2 s 8 72 1), /N 4% 5078
511,

I II 11
T LWl de a1 o4 b & A A5 I /NI Elschnig 3 2k & %
& 240 L % P8 5 T Ay /1 B8 S Y

B 1

2.2 Nd:YAG BUOCARFIFRRE i BE S — )k
WO FAR, KW BIFARE., Hf 5 6ARE1d
o A AR 348 = BH L 28 0 FH R R R B i K HIR YR % R A
M52 AN E IR .

2.3 Nd: YAG BEAREM B HEN  Nd: YAG
WOCIRIT IR B E PR BRIT A B &, 2R
AGit 22 X (P<<0.05); 5IRIFHTAH L, 2458 Nd.
YAG BOGIHIT A LS KSEFE 0.3 LLUF A9 Eb 1] B
R EFAERITFEX(P<<0.05), &1,

2.4 ¥ PCO B # Nd: YAG BOE T RIGIFRT. G
MO ZHZE 5 RATH 7585 204k B BEEAR
JE B PCO A& B 0] & JIF & Al 5 5 A ¢ (P <<
0.05) , 5P AR 88 | 5 T 3 R ol 2 R | A I L gk
JE SRR SN ZE LR (P>>0.05), Nd: YAG #06
RE ARBERIWKERES PCO Kb [A]  AH . A
FERLRR A (P <<0. 05), H PR AR B A 31k
P B TR B[] 0 Y ol 2 AR R | 2 I K OF- 4
HIRILK(P>>0.05) . BH ARG B FBE R
5 PCO EHibFaA X (P<<0.05) ., Wk 2,

AR PCOREHBFILE

x1 BEHRETREANTL

S (%) ] -

i H WA (£
<0 0.1~0.2 0.3~0.4 0.5~0.9 =>0.9

YR IT R 0(0.00) 3(3.13) 20(20. 83) 63(65.63) 10(10. 42) 0.68540.212
RIT A 16(16.67) 41¢42.71) 29(30. 21) 9(9. 38) 1(1.04) 0.248+0.037
w Bt 9.728 10. 928
P <20. 001 <20. 001




I EFHIER 20195 11 A% 16 5% 21 4

Lab Med Clin, November 2019, Vol. 16, No. 21

« 3173 -

x2 M PCO 2& NO: YAGHXFARBITH.EANKENSEES

i H n(n=296) A i F1 (Logmar) A J5 M 41 (Logmar) 7 s 2  (Logmar)
P

% 46 0.68320. 218 0.26120.084 0.423240.117

& 50 0.688+0. 190 0.236+0.056 0.4524+0.170
EH €D

<70 37 0.6660. 241 0.207-0.030 0.4592+0.126

70~80 37 0.690+0. 202 0.25040. 059 0.440+0.114

>80 22 0.71240. 285 0.31240.012 0.40040. 092
R FL AL T P AR i B ) C4F)

<5 78 0.67120. 203 0.22620.029 0.445%0. 156

5~10 16 0.95740. 324 0.40040. 096 0.55740.196

>10 2 0.586+0. 161 0.35740. 054 0.22940.043
PCO % i i ] (4E)

<1 80 0. 635+0. 205 0.235%+0.023 0.40040. 027

1~5 15 0.933+0. 215 0.273%40. 063 0.660+0.189

>5 1 1.00040. 000 0.900-0. 000 0.1000. 000
Ji B JE TR i 2 Y

2 Yt JiE Al 19 0.61140. 206 0.20540. 024 0.40540.120

L E AR R AR S JF /N Y Elschnig )

72 0.71840. 214 0.25740.029 0.46140.125
B 2k T 3 B 440 i O 1

/N Y 5 0.50040. 161 0.280+0. 089 0.22040. 064
W% A

e 28 0.78620. 234 0.271%0.077 0. 40620, 162

R 68 0.644-+0. 216 0.22840.068 0.5144+0.118
=

= 12 0. 85020. 228 0. 35020, 032 0.50020. 125

T 84 0.662-0. 214 0.233-0.036 0.429-0.077
i)

INE R VLR 19 0.78940.212 0.32140. 067 0.46840.111

By 41 0.6734+0.129 0.22740.067 0.446+0. 146

thL R 26 0.646+0. 243 0.22340. 035 0.42340.139

K&K 10 0.63440.143 0.260740.043 0.38040.130
ST T A T AR

2 53 0.7800. 124 0.2960. 063 0.465+0.186

i 43 0.59520. 151 0.19120.075 0.40520. 077
AR 5 B AR

A 28 0.73240. 261 0.232+0.061 0.5000. 212

W 68 0.66620.191 0.25420. 063 0.41240.176

2.5 BEARWNARJE I K5 A BRSO K IR A B AN AR A IR 2 A AR A R S ) K3
BMAWRFR  GIFR B AN S 42 SR T IO LA IR 25 ) 8 55 (P<<0.05), WL

T B BB TR AR IR LT A B 4R = (P <20, 05), Herh
B IR R B IR 245 58 R R S5 K
HREERBR B E 2R LG EE L (P>0.05), &

%3,
2.6 W Nd: YAG HOEARR R AER Z WK o
SER BN, B Nd: YAG MO AR ERBEANES B

1S4
2



« 3174 - I E 505K 2019 4 11 A% 16 5% 21 4

Lab Med Clin, November 2019, Vol. 16,No. 21

A FLAR P BT R B ) G O At IR S 0 B A OG
(P<<0.05), W4,
£3 BEANABMNKESLSEMERRE
MERAWXEER (rLs5)

S filh 28 9 PR DL n AT 1 AJE I

TG H Bl 5% 43 0.605=+0. 151 0.19540. 055"
A I Al PR
B R 2 44 0.73040. 227 0.26640.067" 7
KM 2y 9 0.756=0. 246 0.4114+0.120" %

W SHNARET AL, " P<<0.05; 5 LHEREWRAHLIL,” P>
0. 05 5 JC SR L A IR 2540 1E . & P<<0. 05

x4 Nd: YAG BAERBRRAEN S BAESH

n RIFRCRAE

I n=96) [n(¥%)] x

P

5 46 15(32.6)  2.727 0.099
4 50 9(18.0)

()

<70 37 8(21.6)  0.455 0.797
70~80 37 9(24.3)

>80 22 7(31.8)

R R FL AR F1 YRR R S B ] (4

<5 75 17(22.7)  6.647 0.036
5~10 16 2(12.5)

>10 5 5(100. 0)

<1 80 20(25.0)  1.250 0.535
1~5 15 3(20.0)

=>5 1 1(100.0)

J 2 IR 1 A Y

2T 4 J Y 19 5(26.3)  3.785 0.151

Moy O 2 i i ] SN

Elschnig Bo RIS~

SN R 5 4(80.0)

4

= 28 5(17.9)  1.076 0.300
% 68 19(27.9)

o

R 12 2(16.7)  0.508 0.476
% 84 22(26.2)

2=

INEE R LT 19 5(26.3)  0.243 0.970
wh 41 9(22.0)

L T 26 7(26.9)

KERLE 10 3(30.0)

A A R LT

= 53 12(22.6)  0.351 0.554

gk Nd:YAG MAREHRAENS ARSI

5 n RIFHERARE - P
(n=96) [n(%)]

75 43 12(27.9)
AR i 7 AR

i 28 5(17.9)  1.076 0.301
5 68 9(13.2)
& It HAB IR 95 s

A 15 12(80.0)  28.682 <C0.001
P 81 12(14. 8)
3 3t it

VUG EEPIRM N F TR PCO 2HNEARG
BEEIFRIEZ — ARG 2~5 EH KRB E N 20% ~
0%, HRER. ZREESBEERA —EX
F AR MU R A RO PCO FEJLE N PR R
KR ILF 5 100%™, PCO Wy k4B, KB T HE 2
LEC 3858 3B A% . B2 J5 U0 AL R & R AR 2F 4 754 %5 51
A MR TR R ) P R R A R A 1
WAVERR R T ARG A M LEC [l %825 5 2 %
PEAT IR RN,

PCO W EZIGIKRF I N FRE. PCO J5 2 i
TR AR R 8 FEE . (D L4 AL (2) k7 40
A G /N Elschnig 2 Bk S 38 I A0 % B AL (3)
AN Rl PR b 3 A R R SR T AR ] R
TRET 4 B A LR N T SR R R R A L 25 T
il A S T ARG R AR PCO BEFTHiRE ', H % st
WEIHFARREE a4 PCO By &4, REIEL T PCO
PR RN I R A S — AT 3L PCO R
J7 08 Nd: YAG 306 U1 1R 3h 19 J5 58 5 3 2 F)
FH YAG 306 w5 Th 2R 20 426 ik op A ] T 4 23 0
ol 5 i A 0 I B 7 o R B R R Y R A L AR
b LT F — A 38 B %) 90 B DI 58 31 42 5 PCO iR
HRAE B,

ARBFESE R B Nd: YAG BRI G B0 )
K5 PCO K9 B[] A I FE Bl 5 5 A 56, v] e 1A
J PCO K95 B 8] f A S5 38 S ML Ak T 3o 2 32 32 34
o, PR T BB A T 5 B K A O S el e T B
SRS B AR [ R B ek L i E LEC
FEEE ISRV

AW R K BAE R X PCO # S fEE R0, Nd
YAG ARG 8ORAE M 2 W FE o0 45 1 B, AR
B H R SHOERBFEHRAETL L (P=0.797) ., X 5K
AERFTE T RAE AT RE S K R 98 A YOBIF T (1 58 A R
BRF 50 %, BB HILRBERI PCO KR %K
i A o 1 T BB AR B A . Nd: YAG BOEAR 5
SRR Z R g R B AR5 #EER
JERRAETT R (P =0.099),



I EFHIER 20195 11 A% 16 5% 21 4

Lab Med Clin, November 2019, Vol. 16, No. 21

* 3175 -

ARBEFE IS K B ARG S5 0 A WO AR 6, R g
HR 1) £ R S5 R Tk 2 K ST o R )RR R U
XFPCO 835 N S 1 3 BH L e 40 DL 48 &5 RS A 7 7K
o WA PCO ARG A 7K 52 AR X 358 22 1 i TR N %
W —L 05T . R0 E . A4 5 F R
L R 24 1Y B R S R T 7K S S8 A T G 3 Rl
DL IR 2y B s . BRAE AR se 45 SR R L fE R AT
FERE B L SR N YAG BOGIB TP fE
KBV IR F AR L R AR T AR 2 S
PRI SR (E S R A s R 25 L R R T R A2 K T
AT AT LLGA BB 4 B R A IR oe St 7 & 9 4 B SRk R
g 1Y) £ B R LR A e 2Y

Nd: YAG #OGIETF ARG D SR SRS 24 4,
55 R LR P BT R B ) A I L A IR 5
HA K (P<C0.05) . #7875 7L Ak 1 BT R S5 ) 1]
K RN AR T A 1 H Al HIR 5 5 s B TE Nd: YAG
WO T ARG 748 = AN AEME R K, AT 58 J2 R o
FLAL N B T AR S B )RR BE AR B KL R A
FEA At HR 55 905 114 £ 35 Ik 246 5400 oo I % 347 308 A 7
AR R & A R B 2 L A R o
it I TP AR Ak

ZERTR, R Nd: YAG BOGIEIT PCO 2 fi
i 224 HA Wk BEHE i R L KO R R
JE R 5 PCO BRI W00 A IF FE R R R A
K, XS T PCO B35 R 5k 8 37 AR B[], 2 BH
THCHE L B LR R 24 AR /5 RS A W A K-

S % Uk

(1] &, Bl J5 &AW EETT YAG #OtR 2D AR
Jei N T R A A O B8 B IR il Ay ke 28 (SO [T 0. = B HR B
Z& 35 ,2017,17(8) :1394-1398.

HIRNSCHALL N,NEUMAYER T,ROSSMANNN M,

et al. Influence of a modified Nd: YAG laser treatment

(2]

outside the visual axis on the morphology of Elschnig
pearls[J]. Ophthalmic Res,2012,48(3):151-155.
KELES S. KARTAL B, APIL A, et al. Nd: YAG laser

posterior capsulotomy rates in myopic Eyes after implan-

[3]

tation of capsular tension ring[ ]J]. Med Sci Monit, 2014,
20(20) :1469-1473.

W3 H L Bk R G KM E N R Nd: YAG #0867 #9238
Frl)d. EBRIRRL 25, 2012,12(10) :1937-1939.
KARAHAN E,ER D,KAYNAK S. An overview of Nd:
YAG laser capsulotomy[]J]. Med Hypothesis Discov In-
nov Ophthalmol,2014,3(2) :45-50.

HUERVA V,SANCHEZ M C, ASCASO F ]J. Late post-

operative capsular block syndrome: a case series studied

[4]

(5]

[6]

before and after Nd: YAG laser posterior capsulotomy

L7]

[8]

(9]

[10]

[11]
[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

(18]

[19]

[J]. Eur J Ophthalmol,2015,25(1):27-32.

SR B E A, T XK. Er: YAG 306 A P9 B3 4k i 52
SeWFFEL) ] b S IR B 2% 5, 2000, 9(3) 1 145-149,

MIN J K, AN J H,YIM ] H. A new technique for Nd:
YAG laser posterior capsulotomy[ J]. Int J Ophthalmol,
2014,7(2) :345-349.

SHARMA P, PANWAR M. Trypan blue injection into
the capsular bag during phacoemulsification: Initial post-
operative posterior capsule opacification results[J]. J Cat-
aract Refract Surg,2013,39(5):699-704.

LONGMUIR S, TITLER S, JOHNSON T, et al. Nd:
YAG laser capsulotomy under general anesthesia in the
sitting position[J]. ] AAPOS,2013,17(4) :417-419.
B MR ML 2 B b et AR TR R L 2010,
LEYDOLT C, KRIECHBAUM K, SCHRIEFL S A, et
al. Posterior capsule opacification and Neodymium: YAG
rates with 2 single-piece hydrophobic acrylic intraocular
lenses: Three-year results[ J]. J Cataract Refract Surg,
2013,39(12) :1886-1892.

KOVACS I, KRANITZ K, SANDOR G L, et al. The
effect of femtosecond laser capsulotomy on the develop-
ment of posterior capsule opacification [J]. J Refract
Surg,2014,30(3) :154-158.

GARCIA-MEDINA ] J. Effect of posterior capsulotomy
with a Neodymium: YAG laser. Assessment of safety in
foveal thickness,intraocular pressure and endothelial cell
counts in pseudophakic patients with posterior capsular
opacity[ J]. Arch Soc Esp Oftalmol, 2014, 89 (9) ; 387-
388.

AL-NASHAR H Y, KHALIL A S. Primary posterior
capsulotomy in adults with posterior capsule opacifica-
tion[ J]. J Cataract Refract Surg, 2016, 42 (11):1615-
1619.

W SV AR 225 7 X N A L e R A A B A R O T R 9
FEF Bl G 3 R R B W5 (D], &8 B RIEFRI K3,
2013.

KRALL E M, ARLT E M, JELL G, et al. Prospective
randomized intraindividual comparison of posterior cap-
sule opacification after implantation of an IOL with and
without heparin surface modification[J]. ] Refract Surg,
2015,31(7) :466-472.

) N YAG BOGIRIT A K N B S IR KT &
SE I R EE L) ], v [ 48 2 155 2% 0, 2017,9(13) : 116~
118.

MO Y.WANG M F.,ZHOU L L. Risk factor analysis of
167 patients with high myopia[ J]. Int ] Ophthalmol,
2010,3(1) :80-82.

i fs B 31:2019-02-26 & 18 H 1 :2019-08-22)



