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Abstract

Visual outcomes and operative complications following
cataract surgery in Sorokdo Hansen patients

Mo Sae kim!, Hyung chul Park?

Department of Ophthalmology, National Cancer center, Goyang, Korea',
National Sorokdo Hospital®

Purpose: To evaluate the visual outcomes and operative complications
following cataract surgery in Sorokdo leprosy patients

Methods: Forty three eyes of 35 leprosy patients with cataract underwent
phacoemulsification and posterior chamber intraocular lens implantation
surgeries. Eyes with small pupil and insufficient pupildilatation were
treated with iris retractor and iris sphincterotmy

Results: The mean age of patients was 71.0 * 8.2 years and the mean
follow up was 4.5 £ 2.0 months. The mean visual acuity significantly
increased from 0.34 £ 0.23 to 0.73 = 0.21 (p<0.05). Sixteen eyes (38%)
gain 5 or more lines and 35 eyes (83%) gain 2 or more lines in corrected
visual acuity. Common intraoperative events were 8 (19%) iris retractor
use and 6 (14%) posterior capsular tear.

Conclusions: Phacoemulsification and posterior chamber intraocular lens
implantation surgeries in aged Sorokdo Hansen patients were safe and
efficient to improve visual quality and life expectations.

Key word : cataract, leprosy, pupil, phacoemulsification
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Table 1. Preoperative and postoperative corrected visual acuity

Corrected visual acuity

No. of preoperative patients (%)

No. of postoperative patients (%)

FC~0.1 4 (9)
0.15~0.3 22 (51) 3(7N
0.4~0.7 17 (40) 19 (44)
0.8~1.0 21 (49)
T A T dHRe 2595 Bl AF WAl Tk (17%)= MY B FF
&3t1 epinucleus®] FFHo® Qlote] ¢ H FEE AbEe] AE HA F= A5t 63t
T T PHTe] Bel BT F 3de s (14%), bl B BT 49 (10%)
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Table 2. Preoperative ocular findings.

Preoperative states N (%)
(1008 1 admg N5 7 ATH)
Small pupil 6 (14)
Mid dilated pupil 4 (10)
Ectropion and exposure 3 (7)
keratopathy
Iris atrophy 1(2)
Angle closure glaucoma 1(2)
Scleromalacia 1(2)
Nystagmus 2 (5)
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Table 3. Intraoperative and postoperative complications

Intraoperative complications N (%)

Iris retractor 8 (19)
Posterior capsular tear 6 (14)
Vitreous loss and anterior vitrectomy 3 (7
Nucleus drop and parsplanar vitrectomy 1(2)

Radial tear 3 (7
Postoperative complications N (%)

Long lasting anterior chamber inflammation ()2 weeks) 6 (14)
Posterior capsular opacity 2 (4)
Unstable intraocular lens position 1(2)
Iris prolapse and excision of iris 1(2)
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