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PacuyeT oNTUYECKOI CUNbl MHTPAOKY/ISIPHOM NMNH3bI NpU pedpakLMOHHOA
XUPYPrUn «3KCTpeManibHOW» rMnepmeTponunm

E.H. BATbKOB, H.M. MALLTAEB, B.. MUXAIA/IOBA

Yebokcapckuit omnman ®rAY «HMULL MHTK «Mukpoxupyprusa rnasa» um. akag. C.H. degoposa» M3 P®, np-kT TpakTopocTpouTeneii, 10,

Yebokcapbl, 428027, Poccuiickan depepaups

ToYHOCTb pacyeTa ONTUYECKOW CUN™ MHTPAOKYNSAPHBIX NUH3 (MIOJ1) Ha KOPOTKMX rnasax 3HauMmo HUXKe, YeM Ha AIMMETPONUYHBbIX.
BOMbLMHCTBO MCCneaoBaHuii KOHLEHTPUPYETCA Ha OTHOCUTENbHO CTaHAapTHbIX rnasax. Llenb AaHHOro nccnefoBaHvs — oOueHKa
TOYHOCTU pacyeTa onTnyeckoi cun™t NOJ1, NnpUMeEHSAEeMBbIX A/19 KOPPEKLMN IKCTPeMaslbHO BbICOKOW rMnepMeTponum, a Takke cpas-
HeHve JOCTYMHbIX DOpMY/N NO NpeAcka3yeMocTn pedpakuMoHHOro pesynbtara. Matepman n metoa . PeTpocneKkTMBHO MU3yYeHbl
pe3ynbTtarthl 13 nmnnanTauuii MOJT ¢ onTuueckoii cunoii He meHee 40 antp. Cuny NOJ1 paccuntbiBann no 5 coopmynam: Haigis,
Hoffer Q, Holladayl, SRKII, SRK/T. MNpou3BeaeH pacyeT cpeaHeapuMmeTMyeckoin NporHo3Hoi ownbkn (MO) n abcontoTHoli MO
(ANO). Mocne onTuMU3auMyn KoHCTaHTbl AO 6bliM paccumTaHbl cpegHeapudmeTudeckas AMNO n meanaHa AMO. Takke npose-
[eHo cpaBHeHue dhopmyn no fgone rnas ¢ MO B onpefeneHHbix npegenax. Pesynbtatsl. MonyyeH pa3bpoc B CpefHUX BENNUMHAX
MO: ot 1,43 po 11,71 gnTp AN AaHHbIX A0 onTumu3aumm n oT 1,08 go 5,34 anTtp nocne Hee (p<0,0001). MuHumanbHble MO xa-
pakTepHbl 41 popmynbl Haigis, makcumanbHble — ans coopmyn”! SRKII. MonapHoe cpaBHeHWe dhopmyn no cpegHeli AMO Bbis-
BW/I0 OTCYTCTBME AOCTOBEPHONM pasHuubl Mexay dhopmynamu Haigis n Hoffer Q. CpaBHeHune chopmyn no gone rnas ¢ MUHUMa Ib-
HbiM1 MO BbISBMAO NpenmyLlecTBo chopmyn Haigis u Hoffer Q. Mpu nonapHom cpaBHEHWM BbISBWMNOCL OTCYTCTBUE CTaTUCTUYe-
CKM 3HauuMMbIX pasnuuuini mexay gopmynamu Haigis n Hoffer Q. Ctatuctnyeckn 3Hauumble pasiMuus onpefensoTcs npu
nonapHom cpaBHeHun nuaepos (Haigis, Hoffer Q) c aytcaiigepamun (SRKII). 3aknoueHne. MporHo3Hblie owWMbKM B pacyeTe onTu-
yeckoii cun™ NOJ1 gna aKcTpemMasibHO KOPOTKMX a3 OTHOCUTENbHO YacTbl (Tosibko 31— 46% rna3 B npegenax 0,5 antp) v Tpe-
OYIOT CHWKEHMA. Ha TekyLmii MOMEHT Hanbonee TOUHbIMWN Cpean cpaBHMBaEMbIX okasanuck dpopmyn”! Haigis n Hoffer Q. Ona no-
BbILLEHNA TOYHOCTU pacyeToB 06A3aTeNlbHO UCNOb30BaHNE NEPCOHANN3MPOBAHHbIX KOHCTaHT.

KntoyeBble cnosa: runepmeTponus, pacyet MOJI, aKCTpakumsa Npo3padHoro xpycranmka, hopmynbl pacyeta MOJI, pedpakumoH-
Has olmbKa.

Calculation of intraocular lens power in surgical treatment of extreme hyperopia

E.N. BATKOV, N.P. PASHTAYEV, V.. MIKHAYLOVA

Cheboksary branch of S. Fyodorov Eye Microsurgery Federal State Institution, 10 Traktorostroiteley Pr., Cheboksary, Russian Federeation,

428027

Accuracy of calculation of the intraocular lens (IOL) power in eyes with short axial length is inferior to one in emmetropic eyes.
Most studies focus on relatively standard eyes. Purpose — to assess the accuracy of power calculation for IOL used to correct ex-
treme hyperopia and to compare available formulas based on their predictive capacity. Material and methods. Results of 13 im-
plantations involving 10Ls of at least 40 Diopters (D) in power were retrospectively evaluated. 0L power was calculated using
five formulas: Haigis, Hoffer Q, Holladayl, SRKII, SRK/T. Mean numerical refractive prediction error (RPE) and mean absolute re-
fractive prediction error (ARPE) were calculated. Mean and median ARPE were computed after optimizing the AOconstant. Pro-
portions of eyes within certain RPE limits were compared between the formulas. Results. Mean RPE ranged from 1.43 to 11.71 D
before adjustment and from 1.08 to 5.34 D after adjustment (p<0.0001). Haigis formula produced the least RPE, and SRKIl — the
most. Pairwise comparison by mean ARPE after adjustment revealed no statistically significant difference between Haigis and Hof-
fer Q formulas. Comparison of formulas by percentage of eyes with minimal RPE identified Haigis and Hoffer Q as the most accu-
rate, while the difference between the two was not statistically significant. The difference between the most accurate formulas (Hai-
gis and Hoffer Q) and the least accurate (SRKII) was statistically significant. Conclusion. In eyes with extremely short anterior-pos-
terior axis, prediction errors in IOL power calculations are relatively frequent (only 31— 46% of eyes are within +0.5 D) and
warrant reduction. Among the evaluated formulas, Haigis and Hoffer Q are the most accurate. In order to improve the accuracy
of IOL power calculations, it is necessary to employ personalized constants.

Keywords: hyperopia, IOL power calculation, clear lens extraction, IOL calculation formulas, refractive error.

MeTog pethpakL,MOHHO 3aMeHbl XpyCTanmka nony-
YW LMPOKOE NpaKTUYeCcKoe pacrnpocTpaHeHue 41 Kop-
PeKLMV TMNepMeTpoNnuK, BbIXOAALLEN 3a Npesfenbl BO3-
MOXKHOCTel KepaTopedpakyMoHHON xmpyprum [1—3].
BwmecTe ¢ TEM TOYHOCTb pacyeTa ONTUYECKOW CUSTbl UH-
TPaokynapHbIX NUH3 (MNOJ1) Ha KOPOTKMX rnasax 3Ha-
YMMO HUXE, YeM Ha IMMETPOMMUYHbLIX rnasax. bonee
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TOro, yem 60sbLUe aKCcHanbHas 4MHa rnasa 0Tim4yaercs
OT CTaHJAapTHOW, Tem Bbllle BeNWYMHA NPOTrHO3HON
ownbkm (MO) npu pacyete NOJ [4]. Mpn 3Tom 605b-
LUMHCTBO paboT, NOCBALLEHHbIX OLLeHKe TOYHOCTH pac-
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OPUTNHANIBHBIE CTATBA

yeTa onTU4eckKoi cunbl MOJT npy 0CEBOI rMnepmeTpo-
MU, KOHLEHTPUPYETCA Ha OTHOCUTENBHO CTaHAAPTHbIX
rnasax no nNpuynHe Nx 06bEKTMBHO 60MbLIEN pacnpo-
CTPAaHEHHOCTM B NOMYNALMUW. YUUTbIBAS BblLIECKa3aH-
HOe, LieNbio JaHHOr0 UCCNef0BaHNA CTaN OLLeHKa TOY-
HOCTW pacyeTa onTuyeckoii cunbl MOJT, MpUMeHseMbIX
4N KOPPeKLUN 3KCTPEMASIbHO BbICOKOW rMnepMeTpo-
MUK, a TakXe CPpaBHEHME JOCTYMHbIX POPMYN NO npea-
CKa3yeMoCTu pedpakLMOHHOIO pesynbrara.

MaTepuan n metog™l

PeTpoCneKTUBHO M3yyYeHbl pe3y/bTaTbl MMMNaHTa-
unm NOJT ¢ onTnyeckoin cunoin He meHee 40 onTp, Npo-
BefieHHbIX B UebokcapckoM pununane ®rAyY « MHTK
«MuKpoxupyprus rnasa»« ¢ anpens 2012 no asryct
2017 r. Bcero 6b1710 npoBefeHo 43 umnnaHTayuu, u3
HMX 28 C pehpaKLMOHHOW Lenbo. Bo Bcex cnyyasax nm-
nnaHtuposanace MO mogenn MNOJI-2 (Penep, Poc-
cus). Kputepnamum BKIOYEHUS ABNANNCL OCeBas M-
nepmeTponus, umnnautaymsa NOJT ¢ onTuyeckoi cu-
noii >40 gnTp, 4OCTYMHOCTb pPedpakLMOHHbIX AaHHbIX
yepes 21 geHb unin 6onee rnocne orepaumu. MocnegHemy
KpuTepuio yaosnetsopsny 19 rnas. B uensx ycrpaHeHus
ahheKTa KOppenAaunm gaHHbIX, NMOMYyYEHHbIX C NapHbIX
rnas 04Horo cybbekTa, YTo MOro 6bl UCKYCCTBEHHO 3a-
BbICUTb CTATUCTUYECKYIO 3HAYMMOCTb PasHULbl MeXxay
CPaBHUBAEMbIMU Be/IMYMHAMM, B UCCNefoBaHMe 6bl0
BK/IFOYEHO TOJIbKO MO O4HOMY /a3y OT KaXKAoro nawu-
eHTa [5]. Mpu HanMuum faHHbIX N0 060MM rnasam uc-
MoJib30Ba/INCL U3MepeHus npasoro rnasa. C y4yeTom faH-
HOro 06CTOATENbCTBA KOMUYECTBO HAbMOAEeHWIA, BOLWes-
LUIMX B UCC/ef0BaHne, COKpaTuiocs go 13,

MeTogonorua KnmHnyeckoro obcnefosaHns nayu-
EHTOB 3aK/ioyanach B cregytouleM. OnTuyeckas cuna
nepejHeil NOBEPXHOCTU POroBULLbl (KepaTtomeTpus B
30He 3 MM), a TaKXXe KNMHUYecKas pepakuus onpese-
NANVUCH C NOMOLLbIO aBTOMATU3NPOBAHHOIO pethKepaTo-
meTpa Tomey RC-5000 nnm Unicos URK 700). Mepeg-
He3afHIot0 ocb (M130) rnasHoro A610Ka M3MepsIn oNTu-
yeckum buomeTtpom Carl Zeiss IOLMaster 500, rny6uHy
nepesHeli KaMmepbl ¥ TONLWUHY XpYCTaNKa —YNbTPassy-
KoBbiMK 6uomeTpamu Nidek US-1800, Quantel Medical
Compact Touch, Tomey AL-100.

PeTpocneKkTuBHbIW pacyeT cunbl NOJ1 6611 npoBse-
feH no 7 qhoopmynam: Barrett Universal 11, Haigis, Hill-
RBF, Hoffer Q, Holladay I, SRK 11, SRK/T. ®opmynbl
Holladay 11 n Olsen He 6bl11M UCMONb30BaHbl B CBA3M C
MX HelOCTYMHOCTbIO 415 aBTOpoB. Ans hopmyn Haigis,
Hoffer Q, SRK Il ncnonb3oBann oHNaH-KanbKynaTop,
paspaboTaHHbIii Npu yyacTnm W. Haigis, LOCTYMNHbIA MO
aapecy http://ocusoft.de/serv/iol8/iform2e.htm. Ana
thopmyn Holladay | u SRK/T npumeHanu 6uometp IOL
Master 500 («Carl Zeiss»). locTyn K KanbKynatopam
Barrett Universal Il n Hill-RBF 6bi1n nonyyeH B cetn A H-
TEpPHeT Mo cnefytoLmm agpecam: https://www.apacrs.org/
barrett_universal2105/Default.aspx, http://rbfcalculator.
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com/online/beta.html. Mpu pacyete aKCTpeMasibHO KO-
POTKMX rna3, 0TOOpaHHbIX A1 LAHHOT0 UCCNef0BaHus,
thopmynel Barrett Universal 11 n Hill-RBF okazanucb He-
cocTosATeNbHbIMU Ha 3 (23%) 1 8 (62%) rnasax cCOOTBET-
CTBEHHO M0 NMPUYMNHE BbIX0Aa 6BUOMETPUYECKUX JaHHbIX
13 SONYCTUMBIX MPefenoB TOYHOro pacyeta. Mo 3Tol
NPUYMHE faHHble (POPMY/ibl 6bIIN UCKKOYEHbI U3 AaNb-
Helillero aHanmsa.

Bce gaHHbIe 6bln 06paboTaHbl € MOMOLLb0 Micro-
soft Excel 2016 n IBM SPSS Statistics 22. Npown3sejeH
pacyeT cpegHeapugmeTnyeckoit MO n abcontoTHoW MO
(AIMO) BMecTe co cTaHLapTHLIMUK OTKIOHEHMAMN (CO).
MO onpefenanu Kak pasHuLy Mexay pakTu4ecKmnm no-
cfieonepauuoHHbIM (He MeHee Yem yepes 3 Hef nocne
onepaumu) cheposKBMBaNeHTOM U ChepO3KBUBANEH-
TOM, MPOrHO3MPYEMbIM ONpefeneHHoRn hopmynoin ans
KOHKpeTHOI guonTpuitHocTn NOJ, hakTUYecKkn nm-
NMaHTUPOBaHHOI B rnas. OTpuuartensHoe 3HaveHue MO
03HavaeT muonuyeckyto MNO. AIMO onpegensnu Kak Mo-
oynb MO. MegnaHy AlNO TakXke paccunTBaiv 419 Kax-
[0 hopmynbl.

[ns ncknoyveHns cucTemaTuyeckmx owmnook, gony-
CKaemblIx opmynaMu, ¥ NpefocTaBfieHNs UM BO3MOX-
HOCTM NPOLEMOHCTPUPOBATL TOYHOCTL pacyeTa 6e3 cu-
CTEMATUYECKMX OTKIOHEHW Oblna NpoBefeHa ONTUMM-
3auma KOHCcTaHTbl A0 418 Kaxgoin gopmynbl. C 3Toit
Lenbto cpeaHas apugmeTudeckasn MO ansa kaxgoi gop-
Myfibl Bblna NpUBeAeHa K HY/0 MYTEM ee BblUUTaHUA U3
peanbHoii MO B Kaxxgom HabnogeHun [6]. Mocne ontu-
Mu3aLun 6bI1n paccumTaHbl cpefiHeapumeTnyeckas
AMNO n megmaHa abcontoTHoi MO. Takke NpoBeLeHO
cpaBHeHue ¢dopmyn no gone rnas ¢ MO B npegenax
+0,25; £0,5; +£0,75; £1,0; £1,5 n £2,0 anTp.

[N oueHKM CTaTUCTMYECKON LOCTOBEPHOCTU Heoa-
HopoZHOCTU hopMyn No BennyuHe MO NpUMeHANU He-
napameTpUYecKunii TeCT 415 CBSA3aHHbIX BbIGOPOK dpuj-
maHa (Friedman). [1na nonapHoOro cpaBHeHNs BENYUH
MO ucnonb3oBany HemapameTPUYECKUA METOA 3HAKO-
BbIX paHroB YunkokcoHa (Wilcoxon). o gone rnas ¢ Mu-
HUManbHbIMU MO HeoAHOPOAHOCTL HOPMYST OLeHUBaNN
no Q-kputeputo KoxpaHa (Cochran), a nonapHyto pas-
HULY mexay HuMn tectom Mak-Hemapa (McNemar)
[6]. CTaTucTUYeCKM LOCTOBEPHBLIM NpU3HABaNca ypo-
BEHb 3HaUMMOCTU mMeHee 0,05.

PesynbTartsl

Bcero B nccnegosaHue BKMO4YeHO 13 mauveHTOB
(13 rnas), u3 HUX 6 MY>KUMH W 7 XeHLWWH. [pea- 1 nocne-
orepaunoHHbIe faHHble NaLMeHTOB NPeSCTaB/eHbl BTa6n. 1.

MO ans pasHbIX Gopmyn NpuBeAeHbl B Tabn. 2. 3a-
MeTeH 60/1bLLIOW pa3bpoc B cpeaHmx BenmynHax Mo Kak
[l0, TaK 1 nocne onTuMu3saLmuu Mexay popmynamu. Mo
pasHatca ot 1,43 fo 11,71 ontp Anf AaHHbLIX 4O ONTU-
Mu3saumy 1 ot 1,08 o 5,34 gntp nocne Hee. O4yeBUsa-
Has HEO4HOPOAHOCTbL Pe3yNbTaToOB B 4AHHON rpynne
(hopmyn MOATBeP;KAaeTca CTaTUCTUYECKU. Pa3ninumsa B
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Tabnuua 1. Mpea- 1 nocneonepavnoHHble AaHHbIe
Table 1. Pre- and post-operative data
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MapameTp CpefiHee 3HaveHue CcO [vana3oH
Bo3spacT, rog™ 32 12 18—56
KepatomeTpus, gntp 46,25 2,60 42,75—51,75
Onvnna M30, mm 17,83 1,64 14,79—19,69
"nybuHa nepeaHeii kKamepbl, MM 2,98 0,35 2,2—3,39
TonwumHa xpycra™ka, Mm 4,22 0,43 3,69—4,87
OnTunyeckasa cunaMmniaHTupoBaHHoin MO, anTp 47,85 7,34 40—59
CthepoaksuBa™eHT pepakLum o onepauum, anTp 12,33 3,95 5,5—17,38
CthepoaksuBa™eHT peppakLmm nocne onepayuu, 4NTp 157 2,30 -0,88—+6,88
Tabnuua 2. NMporHo3Hble oWnGKK
Table 2. Prediction errors

[lo onTumusauumn Mocne onTumMmsayun
POPMYNA - 10+CO  Auanasorcp. MO Cp. ANO£CO MZ'CI‘_'I"S”a Cp. MO+CO [uanasoH cp. MO Cp. AMO=CO Mf\ﬁ‘_'l"g”a

Haigis 1,43£1,39 0,0+4,37 1,43+1,39 0,98 0,00+1,39 -1,61, +2,78 1,08+0,82 0,89
Hoffer Q 2,90+1,75 -1,37, +5,49 3,11+1,31 2,87 0,00+1,75 -4,43, +2,42 1,21+1,22 0,99
SRK II 11,7145,94 +5,43, +21,38 11,7145,94 9,43 0,00+5,94 -6,57, +9,38 5,34+2,10 5,38
Holladay | 6,10+2,37 +3,37, +10,53 6,10+2,37 5,36 0,00+2,37 -2,87, +4,29 1,97+1,19 171
SRK/T 7,05+2,57 +4,22, +11,88 7,05+2,57 5,88 0,00+2,57 -3,04, +4,62 2,11+1,32 1,79

cpegHeapugpmeTnyeckux MO n cpefHeapnpmeTnye-
ckux AMNO 6e3 onTuMusaunm, a Takxe cpegHeapugme-
Tnyeckmx AMNO nocne onTumMmM3aLum No HenapameTpu-
YeCKOMY KpUTEPUIO AN1A CBA3AHHbIX BbIGOPOK Ppusa-
MaHa MMenn BbICOKYD CTaTUCTUYECKYHO 3HAYMMOCTb
(nnsa Bcex_p<0,0001).

MuHuMansHble MO XapakTepHbl 418 hopmMynbl Hai-
gis, MakcumanbHble MO CBOWCTBEHHbI yCTapeBLUei pe-
rpeccnoHHoi hopmyne SRK Il. MonapHoe cpaBHeHME
ONTUMW3NPOBAHHBIX POPMYN MO CpefHel abCcoNtOTHOW
owmnbKe ¢ 1UCrosb3oBaHWEM HerapameTPUYeCcKoro Kpu-
Tepusa 3HaKOBbIX PAHI0B Y UIKOKCOHA BbISBUIO OTCYT-
CTBME [OCTOBEPHON pasHuLbl Mexay dopmynamu Hai-
gis n Hoffer Q (Ta6bn. 3).

CpaBHeHue hopmy/ Mo fofe rna3 ¢ MUHUMabHbIMU
MO o06HapyXunno ABHOE NpenmMyLLecTso hopmyn Haigis
n Hoffer Q (cm. pycyHoK). Ha gpyrom KoHue cnektpa —
perpeccuoHHas opmyna BToporo nokoneHus SRK I,
HW B OLHOM C/y4yae He obecrneynsLlas nonagaHue B peg-
pakuuio Lenu B npegenax 2 Antp. He yanBUTeNbHO, YTO
pasHuLa Mexay BCeMU NATbIO (hopMyniamu Mo KpUTepuio
KoxpaHa cTaTUCTU4ecKn AOCTOBEPHA Ha BCEX YPOBHAX
oTceyek 0T 0,50 o 2,00 4nNTp: YPOBEHbLP CHMXAeTCAa OT
0,022 o meHee 0,001 o mepe yBeNMYEHUS LUNPUHBI AN-
anasoHa. ToNbKO AN MUHUMa/bHOW oTceuku B 0,25 gnTp
nokasartenbp cocrasun 0,199.

Mpy nonapHoOM cpaBHeHWY (HOPMYN MO JONE [N1a3 C
MUHUMasbHbIMK O € Ucrnosib3oBaHMeM Kputepus Mak-
Hemapa BbISIBU0Ch OTCYTCTBUE CTATUCTUYECKM 3HAYN-
MbIX Pa3finunin Mexxgy ONnTUMU3NPOBAHHbIMU (hOPMY-
namu Haigis n Hoffer Q (Tabn. 4). MuHumansHoe 3Ha-
yeHuep (0,25) o6Hapy>keHO Ans oTceyku B +1,50 anTp,
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Tabnuua 3. YpoBHM CTaTUCTUMYECKOl 3HaUYMMocTy (*) nonapHbIX pas-
NMunii oONTUMM3NPOBaHHbIX DOPMYN NO cpeaHell abconoTHON ownbke
C CNo/b30BaHMEM HenapameTpUyeckKoro KpUTepmsi 3HaKoBbIX paH-
roB YWUKOKCOHa

Table 3. Statistical significance (p) of pairwise differences between
optimized formulas per mean absolute error computed with Wil-
coxon nonparametric signed rank criteria

Mapbl popmyn 2]
Haigis n Hoffer Q 0,972
Haigisn SRK 11 0,001
Haigis u Holladay | 0,007
Haigisu SRK/T 0,007
Hoffer Qu SRK 11 0,001
Hoffer Q u Holladay | 0,064
Hoffer Qu SRK/T 0,064
SRK 11 n Holladay | 0,001
SRK Il n SRK/T 0,001
Holladay | n SRK/T 0,069

B KOTOPY!O ynoxunucs 85 n 62% rna3 COOTBETCTBEHHO.
CTaTMCTMYECKM 3HAYMMble Pa3numns onpesensaoTcs npu
nonapHoMm cpasHeHUu nuaepos (Haigis, Hoffer Q) c ayT-
cangepammn (SRK I1).

O6ceyxaeHune

Pa3BuTune Npeun3noHHbIX MeTOA0B npefonepaum-
OHHOIi 6MOMETPUN, a TaKXKe TEOPETUYECKNX (hOpMYN
MO3BO/IN/O CYLLECTBEHHO MOBbICUTL TOYHOCTb pacyeTa
onTuyeckoli cunbl MOJ1 1 CHU3NTL BEPOSITHOCTL M Mar-
HUTYLY pedpakLNOHHbIX CHOPNpPU30B. B xupyprum oT-
HOCMTENbHO CTaHAAPTHbLIX MO aKCUanbHOWM ANWHE rnas
NpoLeHT nonajaHus B npefenax £0,5 AonTp ot pedpak-
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Jona rnas (B npoLeHTax) ¢ NPOrHo3HbIMK ownbkamu B npegenax +0,25; +£0,50; +0,75; +1,00; £1,50 1 £2,00 AnTp nocne onTUMU3aLmMm KoH-

cTaHTbl AQ

Percentage of eyes with prediction error within +0.25; +0.50; £0.75; +1.00; +1.50 and +2.00 D after optimization of the AOconstant.

Tabnuua 4. YpoBHU CTATUCTUYECKOI 3HAUYMMOCTH (p) NONApHbIX Pa3nyunii oNTUMU3NPOBAHHbIX POPMY/ MO oM a3 ¢ NPOrHO3HLIMU OLUNG-
kamu B npegenax +0,25; +0,50; +0,75; +1,00; £1,50 n +2,00 gnTp C ncnonb3osaHvem kputepus Mak-Hemapa

Table 4. Statistical significance (p) of pairwise differences between optimized formulas per percentage of eyes with prediction error
within £0.25; £0.50; +0.75; £1.00; £1.50 and +2.00 D computed with McNemar's test

Mapbl hopmyn +0,25 gnTp +0,5 gnTp
Haigis n Hoffer Q 1 0,688
Haigisn SRK Il 0,5 0,125
Haigis u Holladay | 05 0,375
Haigis u SRK/T 0,5 0,375
Hoffer Qu SRK Il — 0,031
Hoffer Q n Holladay | 05 0,125
Hoffer Q u SRK/T 0,5 0,125
SRK 11 n Holladay | — 1
SRK Il n SRK/T — 1
Holladay | n SRK/T — 1

LUK uenu ans 60NbLINHCTBA XUPYProB JocTuraeT 78%
[7]. Mpw 3TOM GONLLUMHCTBO COBPEMEHHbIX hopmy 0be-
CMEeYnBaloT CXOXUIA ypOBEHb TOYHOCTMW.

Ob6paTHas cuTyauma cknafblBaetcs ¢ pepakyoH-
HOW TOYHOCTBIO B XMPYPriiM KOPOTKMX a3 ¢ 4/IMHON ne-
peaHesagHein ocu (M30) meHee 22 MM. TpaguLMOHHO B
3TOM YacTW MONynALMM C TOYHOCTbIO pacyeTa onTuye-
ckoi cunbl NOJT BO3HMKAKOT CIOXHOCTY.

B paHee npoBeAeHHbLIX NCCIEf0BAHNAX TOYHOCTU
pacueta cunbl NOJ1 Ha KOPOTKUX rnas3ax BbIBOAbI MO
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+0,75 agnTp +1,00 gnTp +1,50 gnTp +2,00 gnTp
0,688 1 0,25 1
0,125 0,016 0,001 0,001
0,625 0,219 0,063 0,125
0,688 0,125 0,031 0,125
0,031 0,016 0,008 0,001
0,219 0,289 0,688 0,219
0,289 0,18 0,453 0,219
0,5 0,25 0,031 0,016
0,5 0,5 0,063 0,016
1 1 1 1

NpPeanoyYTUTENbHBIM OPMYNamM He3HauYnUTeIbHO OT/N-
yaroTcs, 0fiHaKo 60/bLIMHCTBO aBTOPOB CYNTAIOT Gosee
TOYHbIMU hopmynbl Haigis n Hoffer Q (Tabn. 5). Oco6o
Hafo BblAenuTb MeTaaHann3 Wang [8]. Hy>XHO 0TMeTuUTb,
4TO B 6O/ILLUNHCTBE NCCNEA0BAHUI UMMIAHTUPOBANUCH
WO cunoii go 40 gntp npw gavHe M30 He3HaunTenbHO
MeHee 22 MM.

Haunbonee 611M3K0 K UCCNe0BaHHOM HaMK nonyns-
LMY No AnvHe rnasa npuénnsuamcs M. Inatomi n coasT.
[9]. Ho cpaBHMBaTb UX pe3y/bTaThl C Halleli paboToli He-
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Tabnuuy 5. Pe3ynbTaTbl UCCNIEA0BAHUA TOUHOCTM pacyeTa onTMHeckKoii e MOJ1 Ha KOPOTKMX rnasax

Table 5. Results of assessing the accuracy of IOL power calculation in eyes with short axial length

MepBbIit aBTOP, O, Cpeanss N30 Yucno
P P. ToA (ananasoH), Mm rnas
M. Inatomi, 1997 [9] 17,62 (16,66— 18,90) 6

R. Donoso, 2003 [10] <22,0

CpasHuBaeM"\Te hopMy bl

SRK, SRK II, S-SRK, SRKI/T,
Holladay I, Hoffer Q

SRK-II, Binkhorst 11, Hoffer Q,
Holladay I, SRK/T

Hoffer Q, Holladay I/11, SRK/T
Haigis, Hoffer Q, Holladay I,

Haigis, Hoffer Q, SRK II, SRK/T
SRK Il, SRK/T, Hoffer Q,

Haigis, Holladay I, Hoffer Q,

Haigis, Holladay I, Hoffer Q,

SRK/T, Hoffer Q, Holladay I,

Hoffer Q, Holladay I, I1, Haigis,

Barrett Universal |1, Haigis, Hoffer Q,
Holladay 1, Holladay 2, SRK/T, T2

Haigis, Holladay 1/11, Hoffer Q,

3aK/oYeHne a:BTopoB

Haunbonee TouHrii pacyet y SRK/T

Haunbonee TouH” T pacueT y Binkhorst 11 n
Hoffer Q

HeT cTaTUCTUYECKN 3HAYUMNTX pa3l'||/|‘-|l/|l7|

PacueT no Ha:igis 6onee ToueH gns NOJ ¢
He3aMKHYTOl ra:ntukoi, Hoffer Q —ans
WNOJT ¢ NNOCKOCTHOM ranTuKoi

Haunbonee Toun” T pacuet y Hoffer Q
Haunbonee TouH Tl pacueT y Haigis
Haunbonee Toun” T pacueT y Holladay |

Mpu ncnonb3oBa:HUM ONTUMU3NPOBA:HH X
KOHCTaHT He 6bIN0 3HaUYNMBbIX pasnnynii
mexay hopMynamu no cpegHeit AMoO

Hanbonee TouHTiA pacueTy Haigisu Hoffer
Q no cpasHeHuto ¢ Holladay n SRK/T

HeT 40CTOBEPHOrO pa3nuumnsa B cpeaHeit
ANO mexpay Hoffer Q n Haigis. Mpwn
rny6uHe nepefHeli kamepbl <2,4 MM 6onee
TOYHOI ABNseTCs hopmyna Haigis

Haunbonee TouHbI pacyeT y Haigisno
cpaBHeHuto ¢ Hoffer Q, SRK/T u Holladay |

HeT cTaTUCTNYECKM 3HAYVMBIX pasnnynii
mexay Hoffer Q, Holladay I/11, Haigis.
dopmynbl SRK fan MeHee ToYHTE
pacuetbl

HeT cTaTUCTUYECKN 3HAYUMbBIX paanwmﬁ

Haunbonee TouH” T pacyeT y Haigis no
cpasHeHuto ¢ Hoffer Q, SRK/T n SRK 11

J. Narvdez, 2006 [11] (21,12—21,98) 25
R. MacLaren, 2007 [12] 20,79 (19,10—22,95) 76
SRK/T
E. Gavin, 2008 [13] 21,51 (20,29—21,96) 41  SRK-T, Hoffer Q
Y. Roh, 2011 [14] 21,60 (20,41—21,94) 25
K. Jung, 2012 [4] 19,53+1,17 17
Holladay |
A. Day, 2012 [15] 21,20 (19,23—21,98) 163
SRK/T
J. Wang, 2013 [16] 21,52+0,47 33
(MuHMMaHoe 20,16) SRK/T
Y. Eom, 2014 [17] 21,69 (20,32—21,99) 75 Hoffer Q, Haigis
M. Moschos, 2014 [18] 21,5 (20,2—21,99) 69
Haigis
G. Carifi, 2015 [19] 19,86 (18,41—20,64) 28
SRKI/T, SRK 11
J. Kane, 2016 [20] <22,0 156
Q. Wang, 2017 [8] <22,0 1161
SRK/T, SRK Il
D. Doshi, 2017 [21] 21,39+0,58 40

SRK/T

S. Gokee, 2017 [22] 2153 (18,80—22,0) 86

MpPOCTO MO NMPUYMHE OTCYTCTBMS B 1997 I. ONTMYECKON
6UOMETPUM M He COBCeM Nepecekarolerocs Habopa
cpaBHMBaeMbIX hopmMys. HebonbLIOe KONMUYECTBO Ha-
6ntoaeHnin (6) MO3BONNIO aBTOpPaM CTaTbl NPUBECTM B
Heli NepBUYHbIE faHHble, KOTOPble N0 HEOOBACHUMO
npuyrHe NPOTUBOPEYAT BbIBOLY O HAMBONbLLEN TOYHO-
¢t thopmynbl SRK/T. HaumeHbwyto cpegHioto AlMO
npofemoHcTpuposana gopmyna Hoffer Q (1,69+1,40
AnTp), Torga Kak ang SRK/T aToT nokasaresib COCTaBun
2,20%1,99 anTp.

Ha npakTuke Jo NpoBeAeHUs PeTPOCNEKTUBHOIO
aHanmsa BceM nauueHtam cuny MOJ1 paccumTbiBan €
ncnosib3oBaHmMeM hopmynel Haigis. Kak nokasano no-
crefytolLiee aHaNMTUYECKOE CpaBHEHMe, pe3y ibTaThl KO-
TOPOro NPUBOAATCA B JaHHOM paboTe, Takoli BbIGop 6bin
6osiee yeM onpasaH, MOCKO/bKY L0 UCK/OYEHUS CH-
cTemMaTMyecKux oWunboK (4o onTMMunsaLmm) B faHHOM
rpynne rnas cpefHeapumeTuyeckas u cpegHas AMNoO

BECTHUKO®TA/IBMOJIOIrN 1, 2019

Haigis, Hoffer Q, Holladay-I,

Haigis, Holladay 1/11, Hoffer Q,
Barrett Universal 11, Olsen

HeT pasnununii mexxgy Hoffer Q, Holladay |
n SRK/T, atu opmyn”! ctaTucTuyeckm
To4Hee, YeM Haigis

Mpu Mcnonb3oBaHUM ONTUMU3NPOBAHHbIX
KOHCTaHT He 6bIN0 3HaYUMbIX pasnunynii
mexay hopMynamu no cpegHeit AMNO

Aana opmynel Haigis B 2 pasa MeHbLUe, YeM y 6avmkaii-
LIero KoHKypeHTa — popmysnbl Hoffer Q (cm. Tabn. 2).
TonbKo nocnegyowas onTUMU3aLma HUBeNNpyeT 13-
ObITOYHYIO TUNEPMETPONMYECKYIO OLNOKY (hopMy bl
Hoffer Q HacTO/IbKO, YTO CTAaTUCTUYeCKas OLeHKa KX
pasHuUUbl gaeT oTpuuaTenbHbliA pesynbTaT (*=0,972).
B cpaBHeHUu TouHOCTM (hopmyn Haigis n Hoffer Q no-
Cne onTUMM3aLmMmn no Jose nonagaHusa B pepakuymio
Llenun npenmyLLecTso opmy bl Haigis Takxe TepseTcs.
Mo 3Toli NpUYMHE Mbl 3aKMKOYaeM, YTO CTPOTUX Hayu-
HbIX 0Ka3aTeNbCTB MPMOPMTETA TOI MM UHON HOPMY bl
[aHHOI napbl 419 3KCTPeManbHO KOPOTKMX [N1a3 HeT.

B pamKax fjaHHOro uccnefoBaHna HaMmu Gbina npeg-
NMPUHATA MONbITKA NPUMEHUTb B OTHOLLEHUN 3KCTpe-
Ma/IbHO KOPOTKMX rna3 Haubosiee COBpPeMeHHble (op-
My/ibl. B cuny KOMMepUeCKnX OrpaHuyeHmnin aBTopam He
yaanoch Bocrosib3oBatbes popmynamu Holladay 11 (Teo-
peTuyeckas hopmyna c 7 nepemeHHbIMK) 1 Olsen (hop-
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Myna Ha OCHOBE TPacCMpoBKM fiyyelt). OfHako 5-nepe-
MeHHas TeopeTuyeckaa popmyna Barrett Universal 11 n
thopmyna Hill —Radial Basis Function (Hill-RBF) Ha oc-
HOBE TEXHO/IOMMWN UCKYCCTBEHHOT O MHTENNEKTA, UCKIO-
yatolLlas pacueT ahekTrBHOro nonoxexHms NOJ, oka-
3a/IMCb He CTO/b YHWBEPCa/IbHbIMW B OTHOLLEHWNMW 3KCTpe-
MaJibHbIX 3HauyeHnin M30. B 23 n 62% nccnefoBaHHbIX
CNy4aeB COOTBETCTBEHHO (DOPMY/Ibl HE CMOI/IN NPesocTa-
BUTb pacyeTHY0 onTuyeckyto cuny (out ofbounds), uto
3aTPYAHNNO KUX CPaBHEHME C ApYruMn. OfHAKO HYXHO
npusHaTtb, YTO cpefHas AlO nocne onTumMusaunm ansa
thopmynel Barrett coctaBuna 1,32+0,99 antp (10 rnas),
a gnsa gopmynel Hill-lRBF —0,72+0,44 antp (5 rnas).
MepBOe 3HaYeHWe CPaBHMMO C TaKOBbIM A/ hOpMy bl
Haigis (1,08+0,82), a BTopoe gaxe ero nepebusaet. Tem
He MeHee Mbl MOCYMTANN, YTO B TAKOWN cuTyaumm op-
mynbl Barrett n Hill-RBF nonHoueHHO cpaBHUBaTH C
Apyrumu ByaeT HenpasuAbHO, NOCKObKY Pe3ynbTaTbl KX
pacyeToB OblfIM BO3MOXHbI TOMLKO B HaMbosnee cTaHAapT-
HbIX (B/IMHHBIX) FNasax n3 Hawei rpynnel. B 6ygyuwem
HeMb3f UCK/I0YaThb, YTO N0 Mepe J40CTAaTOYHOIO 3ano/iHe-
HUA 623 AaHHbIX Ha3BaHHbIX KalbKySTOPOB MOXOXUMM
3KCTPEeMasIbHbIMMW Cly4asMy OHU CMOTYT NpescKasbiBaTb
60nee TOUHBbI pepaKkLNOHHLII pesynbTaT.
HegocTaTkammn Hallero nccnefoBaHus SBNATCA
€ro peTpPOCNEKTUBHbIN XapakTep, 4TO MOF/0 NPUBHe-
CTV HeOO6BEKTUBHOCTb B €r0 pesynbTartbl, He60bLIOe
KONMYeCTBO HabMOAEHWIA, a TakxkKe UCMONb30BaHMe pas-
HbIX TEXHOMOMMIA ANA KNVMHUYECKUX U3MEPEHUIA. Tak, B
YacTHOCTW, TNyBMHY MepegHein Kamepbl n3mepsan an-
nnaHaLOHHOW ybTPa3BYKOBOI GMOMETPUEN. YunThIBast
MEHbLUWIA N0 CPaBHEHUIO C YNbTPa3BYKOBbIM G1OMETPOM

NNTEPATYPA/REFERENCES

1 Leaming DV. Practice styles and preferences of ASCRS members — 2003
survey. J Cataract Refract Surg. 2004;30(4):892-900.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrs.2004.02.064

2. Schmack I, Auffarth GU, Epstein D, Holzer MP. Refractive surgery trends
and practice style changes in Germany over a 3-year period. J Refract Surg.
2010;26(3):202-208.
https://doi.org/10.3928/1081597x-20090515-05

3. Alio JL, Grzybowski A, Romaniuk D. Refractive lens exchange in modern
practice: when and when not to do it? Eye Vis (Lond). 2014;1(1):10.
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40662-014-0010-2

4. JungKI, YangJW, Lee YC, Kim S-Y. Cataract surgery in eyeswith nanophthalmos
and relative anterior microphthalmos. Am J Ophthalmol. 2012;153(6):1161-1168.e1.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aj0.2011.12.006

5. RayWA, O’Day DM. Statistical analysis of multi-eye data in ophthalmic re-
search. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 1985;26(8):1186-1188.

6. Wang L, Koch DD, Hill W, Abulafia A. Pursuing perfection in intraocular
lens calculations: I11. Criteria for analyzing outcomes. J Cataract Refract Surg.
2017;43(8):999-1002.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrs.2017.08.003

7. Koch DD, Hill W, Abulafia A, Wang L. Pursuing perfection in intraocular
lens calculations: 1. Logical approach for classifying IOL calculation formu-
las. J Cataract Refract Surg. 2017;43(6):717-718.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrs.2017.06.006

8  Wang Q, Jiang W, Lin T, Wu X, Lin H, Chen W. Meta-analysis of accuracy
of intraocular lens power calculation formulas in short eyes. Clinical & Ex-
perimental Ophthalmology. 2017.
https://doi.org/10.1111/ce0.13058

26

KO3 ML MEHT BapuraLmm, XxapakTepHbIA 415 M3MEPEHNS
rny6uHbI NepegHei Kamepbl METOAOM YaCTUYHOW Kore-
PEHTHOI MHTepP(hepoOMeTprM C NOMOLLLIO ONTUYECKOTO
6uometpa Zeiss IOLMaster, TO4HOCTb pacyeToB MOrna
Obl I3MEHUTLCS B NYULLYIO CTOPOHY MPU UCMONb30BAHNN
60nee coBepLUeHHOro cnocoba nsmepeHus [23]. Petpo-
CNEeKTWUBHbIN An3ainH nccnefosaHns 6bin NPOANKTOBAH
pesKoi BCTPeYaeMOCTbI0 MAaLUEHTOB C IKCTPeMasbHO
KOPOTKUMM rniasamu B 06LLeid nonynsaumnm. Metog aBTo-
pethkepaToOMEeTpUN 418 ONPEeAeNeHNa KIMHNYECKOR ped-
pakumm 611 BbIGpaH B CBA3M € ero 60/bLueli 06BbeKTMB-
HOCTbH. IMpun onpegeneHnn cyObeKTUBHON pedpakLmm
MOryT 40MNYCKAaTbCA OLNOKM, 0CO6EHHO C YYETOM OTHO-
CUTENbHO HWU3KOM KOPPUTMPOBAHHOW OCTPOTbI 3PEHUS,
CBOWCTBEHHOI A1 CTOMb Ae(DEKTHbIX rNas.

B 3aKknt04eHne Hy>XHO OTMETUTb, YTO MPOrHOCTMYe-
CKMe OWnbKM B pacyeTe ontudeckoin cunbl NOJ gns
3KCTPEMasibHO KOPOTKMX rNa3 OTHOCUTENbHO YacThbl
(Tonbko 31—46% rnas B npegenax 0,5 AnTp) u TpebyroT
CHUXeHUsi. Ha Tekywmnii MOMEHT Hanbosee TOYHbIMMU
cpeaun cpaBHMBaeMbIX OKasanucb opmynbl Haigis u
Hoffer Q. [ns noBbIWeHNs TOYHOCTU pacyeToB 0613a-
TeNbHO WUCMO/b30BaHWe NepCoHaNU3MPOBaHHbIX KOH-
CTaHT.
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