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Abstract: (1) Introduction: We analysed epithelial changes after the treatment of moderate myopia
with transepithelial photorefractive keratectomy. (2) Materials and Methods: We used optical co-
herence tomography data and analysed changes in the stroma and epithelium after ablation. We
aimed to ascertain how much epithelium hyperplasia occurred after TransPRK; for this, we used
data from 50 eyes treated with TransPRK with the AMARIS 1050 Hz, with a minimum follow-up
of 4 months. (3) Results: The measured epithelial changes corresponded to a less than 0.1 + 0.2D
of spherical effect, less than 0.2 &= 0.2D of astigmatic effect, and less than 0.5 + 0.2D of comatic
effect. (4) Conclusions: The changes in epithelial thickness after aberration-neutral transepithelial
photorefractive keratectomy for moderate myopia were very small, indicating a low level of epithelial
hyperplasia without resembling a regression-inducing lentoid.

Keywords: TransPRK; remodelling; epithelial hyperplasia; myopia; photorefractive keratectomy;
MS-39; keratometry; regression; aberration-neutral

1. Introduction

Since the introduction of laser vision correction (LVC) [1] in the form of either photore-
fractive keratectomy (PRK) [2], laser-assisted keratomileusis (LASIK) [3], or small-incision
lenticule extraction (SMILE) [4], the stability and persistence over time of the resulting
correction has been a matter of debate [5]. The evolution of the postoperative refraction
back to the initial refraction has usually been termed as refractive regression [6]. How-
ever, there have been attempts to distinguish topographic or corneal regression (i.e., the
modified corneal curvature changing back to its preoperative curvature) from refractive
progression (i.e., the refraction changing back to its preoperative values via, e.g., continued
axial elongation) [7].

Topographic or corneal regression has often been associated with changes in the morphol-
ogy of the epithelium induced by the change in curvature imposed on the stroma [8,9].

It seems that surface ablations such as PRK [10], intrastromal ablations such as
LASIK [11], and lenticle extractions such as SMILE [12] are all affected (to different extents)
by this induced epithelial hyperplasia, leading to true topographic or corneal regression.
Studies of the refractive effects of epithelial remodelling after aberration-neutral transep-
ithelial photorefractive keratectomy (TransPRK) are scarce in the literature [13].

This work aimed to determine the refractive effects of epithelial remodelling after the
aberration-neutral transepithelial photorefractive keratectomy (TransPRK) treatment of
myopic eyes, beyond the value of the central epithelial thickness.

2. Materials and Methods

The records and charts of 50 eyes of 27 patients treated with an aberration-neutral [14]
TransPRK [15] profile for the correction of myopia with or without astigmatism were evaluated.
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The evaluation involved a comparison of the preoperative data with the data at
4 months. We analysed the standard refractive outcomes reported in LVC [16], along with
an analysis of the changes in corneal curvature at 4 months (for 3, 5, and 7 mm diameters,
in order to also determine local deviations from the achieved refractive correction) [17],
and an evaluation of the changes in the central corneal thickness (CCT), changes in the
central stromal thickness (CST), and changes in the epithelial thickness for the horizontal
and vertical meridians at 6 and 8 mm diameters (nine values) [18].

The corneal topographic and tomographic scans were obtained using an MS-39
(Costruzione Strumenti Oftalmici, Firenze, Italy) optical coherence tomography (OCT)
device [19]. For the described calculations, we used the refractive outcomes as well as the
topographic findings of the anterior surface topography and stroma topography to measure
the change in keratometric power, using a method described in a previous paper [20].

Visual acuities (UDVA and CDVA) were measured using Snellen charts following
the ISO 10938:2016 standard [21], converted into the logarithmic of the minimum angle of
resolutions (logMAR) for analysis, and reported in 20/x Snellen equivalent fractions for
better comparability. Refractions are expressed in the form of spherical equivalent (SEq)
and cylinder. Corneal curvature was evaluated in keratometric dioptres using the (flat and
steep) meridian values provided by the CSO MS-39 for simulated keratometries as well as
the 3, 5, and 7 mm diameters. Changes in corneal epithelial values were expressed in terms
of change in axial dioptres (due to changes in epithelial thickness).

We calculated the refractive power associated with the change in epithelial thickness
based on a simplified parabolic approximation of the Munnerlyn equation. This simple
refractive model resulted in the following equation:

2% (Mg, — N4
Hemimeridional Power(r) = ( Eprlz Alr) (AEpipost,pre(r) - AEpipost,pre(O))

where 1 is the refractive indices of epithelium and air. For our calculations, we considered
nCornea = 1.401 and nAir = 1.

In order to provide a better degree of information, it is also feasible to depict the
wavefront aberration in optical refractive power without having to reduce it to a quadric
surface. A simple solution to the issue is to apply the idea of axial refractive error (i.e.,
vergence maps). The wavefront aberration is zero at the pupil centre and perpendicular to
the line of sight, which represents a main ray. The wavefront’s local surface is perpendicular
to each point’s direction of propagation. The axial refractive error is expressed as the
distance in dioptres from the centre of the pupil to the point where the propagating local
wavefront and the line of sight intersect.

The SEq of the epi remodelling can be estimated as the average of the axial power of all
measured points. The astigmatism component of the epi remodelling can be estimated as
the difference of the average of the axial power along the horizontal and vertical meridians.
The horizontal and vertical coma components of the epi remodelling can be estimated as
the difference of the average of the axial power along opposed hemimeridians.

All of the treatments were performed between September 2020 and Mai 2021 by a
single surgeon, DdO, using non-wavefront-guided but aspheric aberration-neutral ablation
profiles in TransPRK, using SCHWIND AMARIS 1050RS [22]. The surgical technique has
been previously described [22].

There were no specific inclusion or exclusion criteria for the retrospective chart review
other than having received TransPRK treatment for myopia until —6 D and having a
completed 4-month follow-up. The charts were selected as consecutive cases over the
mentioned period. Some cases had just one eye included; this may be due to the patient
having received a unilateral procedure (with the contralateral eye having the minimum
refraction or actual emmetropia) or a nonmyopic procedure in the contralateral eye (mixed
astigmatism, simple or compound hyperopic astigmatism, or simple hyperopia). The
demographic data are presented in Table 1.
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Table 1. Demographic data.

Parameter (Unit) Preoperative Value Postoperative Value p-Value
Number of eyes 50 50 ==o
Laterality OD (%) 48% 48% ---
UDVA (logMAR) 0.9 + 0.5 (0.2 to 2.0) 0.0 +£0.1(—0.1t00.1) <0.0001
Manifest sphere (D) —2.41 £+ 1.49 —6.00 to 0.00) 0.18 £ 0.23 (—0.25 to 0.75) <0.0001
Manifest cylinder (D) —0.80 & 0.69 (—2.50 to 0.00) —0.11 4+ 0.19 (—0.75 to 0.00) <0.0001
CDVA (logMAR) 0.0 +£0.1(—-0.1t00.2) 0.0+ 0.1(—0.1t00.1) 0.2
Target sphere (D) 0.05 £ 0.11 (—0.10 to 0.32) === ===
Optical zone (mm) 6.9 £0.2(6.5t07.5) --- ---
Ablation depth (um) 111 + 23 (75 to 162) --- ---

3 mm flat keratometry (D) 429 4+ 1.7 (39.6 to 47.2) 40.2 +2.4 35.6 to 46.4) <0.0001
3 mm steep keratometry (D) 43.8 £ 1.9 (41.1t049.7) 41.0 £ 2.5 (36.0 to 47.0) <0.0001
Thinnest epithelium (ym) 47 £+ 3 (42 to 53) 48 44 (39 to 54) 0.006
X-position thinnest epithelium (ym) 46 + 209 (—272 to 280) 27 + 176 (—277 to 207) 0.2
Y-position thinnest epithelium (ym) 190 £ 123 (—216 to 280) 32 + 234 (—280 to 279) 0.008
Central epithelium thickness (um) 54 + 3 (48 to 58) 56 + 3 (47 to 61) 0.0002
3 mm nasal epithelium thickness (ym) 53 + 3 (47 to 59) 55 + 3 (44 to 61) 0.0001
3 mm temporal epithelium thickness (jm) 52 + 3 (46 to 59) 56 £ 3 (46 to 63) <0.0001
3 mm superior epithelium thickness (yum) 51 + 3 (46 to 57) 54 + 4 (44 to 61) 0.0001
3 mm inferior epithelium thickness (yum) 53 + 3 (47 to 60) 54 + 3 (44 to 60) 0.02

4 mm nasal epithelium thickness (jum) 51 + 3 (45 to 56) 52 + 3 (46 to 58) 0.0007
4 mm temporal epithelium thickness (um) 50 + 3 (44 to 57) 52 + 3 (46 to 58) <0.0001
4 mm superior epithelium thickness (um) 46 + 3 (40 to 55) 49 + 4 (38 to 56) <0.0001
4 mm inferior epithelium thickness (jm) 51 + 3 (46 to 58) 52 + 3 (42 to 58) 0.4
Central corneal thickness (ym) 551 + 30 (490 to 628) 484 + 42 (405 to 582) <0.0001

Refractive and Keratometry data preoperatively and at 4 months postoperatively after TransPRK treatment.

We considered both eyes per patient (when available) to increase the sample size. In
order to account for this, the statistical analyses used the number of patients instead of the
number of eyes to determine the significance, but retained the data on all eyes to determine
the mean values. Paired Student ¢-tests were performed to compare the postoperative to
preoperative changes in the parameters.

3. Results

The records and charts of 50 eyes of 27 patients treated consecutively within an eight-
month period with an aberration-neutral TransPRK profile for the correction of myopia
with or without astigmatism were evaluated at the 4-month follow-up.

The patient and treatment demographics are presented in Table 1.

The standard refractive outcomes reported in LVC are presented in Figure 1A-H. In
summary, 100% of the eyes reached 20/25 or better postoperatively (Figure 1A) and 98% of
the eyes had a postoperative UDVA within one line of the preoperative CDVA (Figure 1B);
no single eye lost two or more lines of CDVA postoperatively (Figure 1C); the correction
of the SEq was slightly overcorrected by ~+4% (Figure 1D), with 96% of the eyes having
a postoperative SEq within 0.5D of the intended target (Figure 1E) and 98% of the eyes
having a postoperative refractive cylinder of 0.5D or less (Figure 1F); and the correction of
the refractive cylinder was slightly overcorrected by ~+9% (Figure 1G), with all eyes within
15 deg of the target induced astigmatism axis (Figure 1H).

Changes in corneal keratometries according to treatment plan are presented in
Figure 2A-D. In summary, the refractive overcorrection of the SEq was retrieved for the
3 mm diameter corneal keratometries and the correction slightly reduced for larger diame-
ters (5 and 7 mm) (Figure 2A), with over 78% of the eyes having postoperative keratometries
within 0.5D of the intended target (Figure 2B) and over 74% of the eyes having a postopera-
tive corneal toricity of 1.0D or less (Figure 2C); the refractive overcorrection of the cylinder
was retrieved for the 3 mm diameter corneal keratometries and the correction was slightly
reduced for larger diameters (5 and 7 mm) (Figure 2D).
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Figure 1. 100% of the eyes reached 20/25 or better postoperatively (A) and 98% of the eyes had a
postoperative UDVA within one line of the preoperative CDVA (B); no single eye lost two or more

lines of CDVA postoperatively (C); the correction of the SEq was slightly overcorrected by ~+4% (D),
with 96% of the eyes having a postoperative SEq within 0.5D of the intended target (E) and 98% of the
eyes having a postoperative refractive cylinder of 0.5D or less (F); and the correction of the refractive

cylinder was slightly overcorrected by ~+9% (G), with all eyes within 15 deg of the target induced

astigmatism axis (H).
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Figure 2. The refractive overcorrection of the SEq was retrieved for the 3 mm diameter corneal
keratometries and the correction slightly reduced for larger diameters (5 and 7 mm) (A), with over
78% of the eyes having postoperative keratometries within 0.5D of the intended target (B) and over
74% of the eyes having a postoperative corneal toricity of 1.0D or less (C); the refractive overcorrection
of the cylinder was retrieved for the 3 mm diameter corneal keratometries and the correction was
slightly reduced for larger diameters (5 and 7 mm) (D).

Figure 3 shows the changes in the central thickness (total cornea and stromal thickness)
in relation to the attempted central stromal ablation (the total central ablation minus the
epithelial thickness incorporated into the TransPRK profile). The central corneal thickness
was reduced to 6 = 11 pm more than the attempted central stromal ablation, whereas the
over ablation reached 8 + 10 um more for the central stromal thickness.

The preoperative and postoperative epithelial thickness profiles for the horizontal and
vertical meridians, along with the differences between them, are depicted in Figure 4 (panels
A and B). In summary, the epithelium thickened on average by 2 + 4 um postoperatively,
without clear signs of a lentoid refractive shape (Figure 4A,B).

Finally, the refractive effect of epithelial remodelling after aberration-neutral transep-
ithelial photorefractive keratectomy is presented in Figure 5. The refractive effect of epithelial
remodelling after aberration-neutral transepithelial photorefractive keratectomy remained
within 0.25D for all measured locations in both meridians. Combining the effects of both
meridians, a 0.09D spherical equivalent component (average of the horizontal and vertical
meridional effects,) together with a 0.19D astigmatism component (difference between the
horizontal and vertical meridional effects) and 0.49D coma component (peak to valley re-
fractive difference along the meridians), could be estimated as the overall refractive effect of
epithelial remodelling after aberration-neutral transepithelial photorefractive keratectomy.
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Figure 3. Central thickness (total cornea and stromal thickness) in relation to the attempted cen-
tral stromal ablation (the total central ablation minus the epithelial thickness incorporated into
the TransPRK profile). The central corneal thickness was reduced to 6 £+ 11 um more than the
attempted central stromal ablation, whereas the over ablation reached 8 £ 10 um more for the central
stromal thickness.
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Figure 4. The epithelium thickened on average by 2 &= 4 um postoperatively, without clear signs of a
lentoid refractive shape.

There was no statistically significant correlation between the amount of correction
(considered here as refractive power and stromal ablation depth, but also maximum
peripheral slope) and the induced hyperplasia (considered in um as well as its associated
refractive effect).
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Figure 5. The refractive effect of epithelial remodelling after aberration-neutral transepithelial
photorefractive keratectomy remained within 0.25D for all measured locations in both meridians.
Combining the effects of both meridians, a 0.09D spherical equivalent component (average of the
horizontal and vertical meridional effects,) together with a 0.19D astigmatism component (difference
between the horizontal and vertical meridional effects) and 0.49D coma component (peak to valley
refractive difference along the meridians), could be estimated as the overall refractive effect of
epithelial remodelling after aberration-neutral transepithelial photorefractive keratectomy.

4. Discussion

The short-term stability of LVC has been questioned in the past [23]. In particular,
PRK seems to be associated with an overshoot followed by a transient reduction in the
overcorrection toward a “final” refraction [24]. This has been considered as “part of the
technique”, but is simultaneously a weak point of PRK compared to LASIK or lenticule
extraction (SMILE, SmartSight) in which the “final” refraction is obtained much faster [25].
The same holds for hyperopic vs. myopic corrections, hyperopic PRK being the treatment
with the longest recovery time.

Previous studies on both PRK and LASIK have aimed to distinguish topographic or
corneal regression from refractive progression [26]. We used refractive outcomes as well as
topographic findings to measure the change in keratometric power, according to a method
described in a previous paper [20], as we were able to measure the epithelial thickness and
stroma thickness and obtain both curvatures with the OCT system. The advantage of using
keratometric data is that they offer an objective method with which to calculate changes to
the cornea.

The epithelium seems the most logical candidate to explain short-term to mid-term
changes at the anterior corneal surface [10]. Epithelial hyperplasia occurs for all kinds of
treatments, PRK [10], LASIK [27], and SMILE [28].

This study evaluated 50 eyes of 27 patients consecutively treated with an aberration-
neutral TransPRK profile for the correction of myopia until —6D with or without astig-
matism, namely the spatially resolved epithelial thickness before and after Trans-PRK. In
the statistical analysis, we used the number of patients instead of the number of eyes to
determine the significance, but retained data on all eyes to determine the mean values.

Outcomes were reported at the 4-month follow-up, as previous longitudinal studies
showed no further changes in epithelial remodelling past the 1-month follow-up (i.e., no
difference between 1-month and 12-month follow-ups) [29].
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The evaluation involved the standard refractive outcomes reported in LVC. In our
group of treated myopic eyes, 100% reached 20/25 or better postoperatively and no sin-
gle eye lost two or more lines of CDVA postoperatively. Furthermore, 96% of the eyes
had a postoperative SEq within 0.5D of the intended target and 98% of the eyes had a
postoperative refractive cylinder of 0.5D or less.

The changes in corneal curvature showed that refractive correction was properly
obtained within the planned optical zone (OZ) and only reduced for larger diameters
(7 mm) outside of the OZ and encompassing the transition zone (TZ) (Figure 2A,D). A
low induction of aberrations (spherical aberration and higher-order astigmatism) can be
inferred from this analysis.

The changes in CCT and CST were very similar as shown in the example of an eye
Figure 6. (reinforcing the finding that low epithelial hyperplasia was induced). Furthermore,
these changes were statistically highly compatible with the refractive and keratometric
findings, with all three analysis types—refractive, keratometric, and thickness—showing a
similar level of minor statistical overcorrection.

Epithelial thickness
£ Thinnest location
r=280mm @ 87°
Thk =45 um
@ 3mm @ 3-6mm
Min = 50 gm Min = 45 um
Avg =52 {Im Avg=51m
Max = 56 jim Max = 55 jim

£ Thinnest location

r=2.60 mm @ 230°

Thk = 46 um

@ 3mm @ 3=6mm
Min = 47 gm Min = 46 um
Avg =52 {m Avg=51m

Max = 55 jm Max = 57 ym
46/50/538

Figure 6. The image (top left) showing the preoperative epithelial thickness map OCT preoperatively
and (bottom left) postoperatively after 4 months. At the right are the summary epithelial indices.

The changes in epithelial thickness for the horizontal and vertical meridians at 6 and
8 mm diameters (nine values including the centre) were very small, indicating a low level
of epithelial hyperplasia (~2 um). Furthermore, the changes more resembled an overall
thickening than a regression-inducing lentoid [30]. When expressing the measured changes
in equivalent refractive dioptres, it was possible to determine less than 0.1D of spherical
effect, along with less than 0.2D of astigmatic effect, and less than 0.5D of comatic effect.

This low effect may also be associated with the moderate myopic corrections included
in this cohort, and with the demonstrated good aspheric behaviour of the studied platform
for low and moderate myopic corrections, together with a large optical of at least 6.75 mm
and a progressive transition zone of at least 2 mm [31].

A previous longitudinal study of TransPRK using a similar system also demonstrated
essentially no epithelial thickening at 1-month follow-up [32]. Another study using the



Vision 2022, 6, 74

9o0f 11

same platform as the current work, interestingly, found that thinner epithelia tended to
thicken more after TransPRK compared to preoperatively thicker epithelia (which tended
to thin after TransPRK) [33].

Unlike previous studies, we could not find any statistically significant correlation
between the amount of correction (considered in terms of refractive power and stromal ab-
lation depth, but also maximum peripheral slope) and the induced hyperplasia (considered
in um as well as its associated refractive effect) [30].

Due to the inherent spot size and other considerations, surface ablation causes some
degree of corneal surface roughness [34-36]. An epithelial response to postoperative
irregularity of the corneal surface reduces the overall roughness [37,38]. Following such
a surgery, the epithelium will grow back in an attempt to make up for the changes (and
created abnormalities) the laser ablation made to the cornea. In a perfect world, epithelial
renewal would lessen laser-induced abnormalities, which would lessen the eye’s overall
corneal aberrations [39].

Epithelial thickness modulations following ablation can be theoretically calculated,
according to Huang et al., to explain clinically observed regression and the induction
of aberration [40]. We believe that a smooth stromal bed [41], as we obtained with our
laser platform after the ablation, together with a large OZ [42] and TZ [43], produces less
remodelling of the epithelium.

Growing evidence supports the significance of the corneal epithelium’s contribution
to total ocular refraction and corneal net power. Epithelial refractive power alone has been
reported to be 0.85D (range 0.29-1.60D) in the 3.6 mm diameter zone and 1.03D (average,
range 0.55-1.85D) at the central 2 mm diameter zone [44]. Other reports have found lower
values for the optical power of the epithelium [45].

It has been suggested in the past that regression after PRK may be caused by remod-
elling of the stroma rather than by epithelial hyperplasia [46,47]. However, this effect is
probably a long-term drift (stromal remodelling) that cannot be determined in the early
4-month follow-up. Epithelial hyperplasia occurs to conceal irregularities of the stromal
surface after PRK, and as shown here, seems to play a minimal role, at least after TransPRK
using smooth-ablation algorithms. This may be different after LASIK or lenticule extraction
procedures. The extent of postoperative epithelial hyperplasia depends on the amount of
correction (flattening of the central cornea).

The fact that this was a retrospective study with a limited number of cases with a 4-
month follow-up may be considered an inherent limitation. Including other control groups
(e.g., using non optimised ablation profiles) would help answer the question of whether
the aberration-neutral profile or SmartPulse Technology led to less epithelial remodelling
and clarify the corresponding refractive effect.

5. Conclusions

In conclusion, the changes in epithelial thickness after aberration-neutral transep-
ithelial photorefractive keratectomy were very small, indicating a low level of epithelial
hyperplasia (~2 pm) without resembling a regression-inducing lentoid. When expressing
the measured changes in equivalent refractive dioptres, it was possible to determine less
than 0.1D of spherical effect, along with less than 0.2D of astigmatic effect, and less than
0.5D of comatic effect.

Author Contributions: Conceptualisation, D.d.O. and S.A.-M.; Methodology, D.d.O. and S.A.-M.;
Validation, D.d.O. and S.A.-M.; Formal analysis, D.d.O. and D.v.R.; Investigation, D.d.O.; Data
curation, D.v.R.; Writing—original draft preparation, D.d.O.; Writing—review and editing, D.d.O.
and S.A.-M.; Visualisation, D.d.O., D.v.R. and S.A.-M.; Supervision, D.d.O.; Project administration,
D.d.O. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.



Vision 2022, 6, 74 10 of 11

Institutional Review Board Statement: The study was conducted according to the guidelines of the
Declaration of Helsinki. The study was retrospective with anonymised data. Informed consent was
obtained from all subjects involved in the study. According to the Medical College AKWL § 15 Para-
graph 1, retrospective anonymised data do not require ethical approval. (https://www.medizin.uni-
muenster.de/ek/ethik-kommission/antragsunterlagen/unterlagen-fuer-antraege /ausnahmen.html).
Accessed 29 September 2021.

Informed Consent Statement: Informed consent was obtained from all the subjects involved in
the study.

Data Availability Statement: All the data were fully anonymised and are available upon request.

Conflicts of Interest: D.d.O. is a consultant for SCHWIND eye-tech-solutions GmbH, S.A.-M. is an
employee of SCHWIND Eye-Tech-Solutions; D.v.R. declares no conflicts of interest.

References

1.  Marshall, J.; Trokel, S.; Rothery, S.; Krueger, R.R. A Comparative Study of Corneal Incisions Induced by Diamond and Steel
Knives and Two Ultraviolet Radiations from an Excimer Laser. Br. J. Ophthalmol. 1986, 70, 482-501. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Munnerlyn, C.R.; Koons, S.J.; Marshall, J. Photorefractive Keratectomy: A Technique for Laser Refractive Surgery. J. Cataract
Refract. Surg. 1988, 14, 46-52. [CrossRef]

3.  Buratto, L.; Ferrari, M. Excimer Laser Intrastromal Keratomileusis: Case Reports. ]. Cataract Refract. Surg. 1992, 18, 37-41.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Shah, R; Shah, S.; Sengupta, S. Results of Small Incision Lenticule Extraction: All-in-One Femtosecond Laser Refractive Surgery.
J. Cataract Refract. Surg. 2011, 37, 127-137. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Ficker, L.A.; Bates, AK,; Steele, A.D.M.; Lyons, C.J.; Milliken, A.B.; Astin, C.; Slattery, K.; Kirkness, C.M. Excimer Laser
Photorefractive Keratectomy for Myopia: 12 Month Follow-Up. Eye 1993, 7, 617-624. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Dausch, D.; Klein, R.; Schréder, E.; Dausch, B. Excimer Laser Photorefractive Keratectomy with Tapered Transition Zone for High
Myopia: A Preliminary Report of Six Cases. J. Cataract Refract. Surg. 1993, 19, 590-594. [CrossRef]

7. Seiler, T.; Holschbach, A.; Derse, M.; Jean, B.; Genth, U. Complications of Myopic Photorefractive Keratectomy with the Excimer
Laser. Ophthalmology 1994, 101, 153-160. [CrossRef]

8.  Lohmann, C.P; Guell, J.L. Regression After LASIK for the Treatment of Myopia: The Role of the Corneal Epithelium. Semin.
Ophthalmol. 1998, 13, 79-82. [CrossRef]

9. Reinstein, D.Z.; Archer, T.J.; Gobbe, M. Rate of Change of Curvature of the Corneal Stromal Surface Drives Epithelial Compen-
satory Changes and Remodeling. J. Refract. Surg. 2014, 30, 800-802. [CrossRef]

10. Sedaghat, M.-R.; Momeni-Moghaddam, H.; Gazanchian, M.; Reinstein, D.Z.; Archer, T.].; Randleman, J.B.; Hosseini, S.R.; Nouri-
Hosseini, G. Corneal Epithelial Thickness Mapping After Photorefractive Keratectomy for Myopia. J. Refract. Surg. 2019, 35,
632-641. [CrossRef]

11. Spadea, L.; Fasciani, R.; Necozione, S.; Balestrazzi, E. Role of the Corneal Epithelium in Refractive Changes Following Laser in
Situ Keratomileusis for High Myopia. J. Refract. Surg. 2000, 16, 133-139. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12.  Reinstein, D.Z.; Archer, T.].; Gobbe, M. Lenticule Thickness Readout for Small Incision Lenticule Extraction Compared to Artemis
Three-Dimensional Very High-Frequency Digital Ultrasound Stromal Measurements. J. Refract. Surg. 2014, 30, 304-309. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

13.  Shetty, R.; Narasimhan, R.; Dadachanji, Z.; Patel, P.; Maheshwari, S.; Chabra, A.; Sinha Roy, A. Early Corneal and Epithelial
Remodeling Differences Identified by OCT Imaging and Artificial Intelligence Between Two Transepithelial PRK Platforms. J.
Refract. Surg. 2020, 36, 678-686. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. de Ortueta, D.; Arba Mosquera, S.; Baatz, H. Comparison of Standard and Aberration-Neutral Profiles for Myopic LASIK with
the SCHWIND ESIRIS Platform. J. Refract. Surg. 2009, 25, 339-349. [CrossRef]

15.  Aslanides, .M.; Padroni, S.; Arba Mosquera, S.; Ioannides, A.; Mukherjee, A. Comparison of Single-Step Reverse Transepithelial
All-Surface Laser Ablation (ASLA) to Alcohol-Assisted Photorefractive Keratectomy. Clin. Ophthalmol. 2012, 6, 973-980. [CrossRef]

16. Reinstein, D.Z.; Archer, T.].; Randleman, J.B. JRS Standard for Reporting Astigmatism Outcomes of Refractive Surgery. J. Refract.
Surg. 2014, 30, 654-659. [CrossRef]

17. de Ortueta, D.; Arba Mosquera, S.; Baatz, H. Aberration-Neutral Ablation Pattern in Hyperopic LASIK with the ESIRIS Laser
Platform. J. Refract. Surg. 2009, 25, 175-184. [CrossRef]

18. Fan, L.; Xiong, L.; Zhang, B.; Wang, Z. Longitudinal and Regional Non-Uniform Remodeling of Corneal Epithelium After
Topography-Guided FS-LASIK. |. Refract. Surg. 2019, 35, 88-95. [CrossRef]

19. Savini, G.; Schiano-Lomoriello, D.; Hoffer, K.J. Repeatability of Automatic Measurements by a New Anterior Segment Optical
Coherence Tomographer Combined with Placido Topography and Agreement with 2 Scheimpflug Cameras. J. Cataract Refract.
Surg. 2018, 44, 471-478. [CrossRef]

20. de Ortueta, D.; Arba Mosquera, S. Topographic Stability after Hyperopic LASIK. J. Refract. Surg. 2010, 26, 547-554. [CrossRef]

21. Available online: https:/ /www.iso.org/obp /ui/#iso:std:is0:10938:ed-2:v1:en (accessed on 29 September 2021).


https://www.medizin.uni-muenster.de/ek/ethik-kommission/antragsunterlagen/unterlagen-fuer-antraege/ausnahmen.html
https://www.medizin.uni-muenster.de/ek/ethik-kommission/antragsunterlagen/unterlagen-fuer-antraege/ausnahmen.html
http://doi.org/10.1136/bjo.70.7.482
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3013283
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0886-3350(88)80063-4
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0886-3350(13)80381-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1735860
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrs.2010.07.033
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21183108
http://doi.org/10.1038/eye.1993.143
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8287981
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0886-3350(13)80005-3
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0161-6420(94)31371-6
http://doi.org/10.3109/08820539809059822
http://doi.org/10.3928/1081597X-20141113-02
http://doi.org/10.3928/1081597X-20190826-03
http://doi.org/10.3928/1081-597X-20000301-05
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10766381
http://doi.org/10.3928/1081597X-20140416-01
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24893355
http://doi.org/10.3928/1081597X-20200730-03
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33034360
http://doi.org/10.3928/1081597X-20090401-03
http://doi.org/10.2147/OPTH.S32374
http://doi.org/10.3928/1081597X-20140903-01
http://doi.org/10.3928/1081597X-20090201-02
http://doi.org/10.3928/1081597X-20190104-01
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrs.2018.02.015
http://doi.org/10.3928/1081597X-20100225-01
https://www.iso.org/obp/ui/#iso:std:iso:10938:ed-2:v1:en

Vision 2022, 6, 74 11 of 11

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

de Ortueta, D.; von Riiden, D.; Verma, S.; Magnago, T.; Arba-Mosquera, S. Transepithelial Photorefractive Keratectomy in
Moderate to High Astigmatism With a Non-Wavefront-Guided Aberration-Neutral Ablation Profile. J. Refract. Surg. 2018, 34,
466-474. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Kato, N.; Toda, I.; Hori-Komai, Y.; Sakai, C.; Tsubota, K. Five-Year Outcome of LASIK for Myopia. Ophthalmology 2008, 115,
839-844.e2. [CrossRef]

el-Agha, M.S,; Johnston, E.W.; Bowman, R W.; Cavanagh, H.D.; McCulley, ].P. Excimer Laser Treatment of Spherical Hyperopia:
PRK or LASIK? Trans. Am. Ophthalmol. Soc. 2000, 98, 59-66; discussion 66—-69. [PubMed]

Spadea, L.; Sabetti, L.; D’ Alessandri, L.; Balestrazzi, E. Photorefractive Keratectomy and LASIK for the Correction of Hyperopia:
2-Year Follow-Up. J. Refract. Surg. 2006, 22, 131-136. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Wilson, S.E.; Klyce, S.D.; McDonald, M.B.; Liu, J.C.; Kaufman, H.E. Changes in Corneal Topography after Excimer Laser
Photorefractive Keratectomy for Myopia. Ophthalmology 1991, 98, 1338-1347. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Kanellopoulos, A.]. Comparison of Corneal Epithelial Remodeling Over 2 Years in LASIK Versus SMILE: A Contralateral Eye
Study. Cornea 2019, 38, 290-296. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Ryu, I.-H.; Kim, B.J.; Lee, ]J.-H.; Kim, S.W. Comparison of Corneal Epithelial Remodeling After Femtosecond Laser-Assisted
LASIK and Small Incision Lenticule Extraction (SMILE). J. Refract. Surg. 2017, 33, 250-256. [CrossRef]

Kanellopoulos, A.J.; Asimellis, G. Longitudinal Postoperative Lasik Epithelial Thickness Profile Changes in Correlation with
Degree of Myopia Correction. J. Refract. Surg. 2014, 30, 166-171. [CrossRef]

Reinstein, D.Z.; Srivannaboon, S.; Gobbe, M.; Archer, TJ.; Silverman, R.H.; Sutton, H.; Coleman, D.]. Epithelial Thickness Profile
Changes Induced by Myopic LASIK as Measured by Artemis Very High-Frequency Digital Ultrasound. J. Refract. Surg. 2009, 25,
444-450. [CrossRef]

Lin, D.T.C.; Holland, S.P,; Verma, S.; Hogden, J.; Arba-Mosquera, S. Postoperative Corneal Asphericity in Low, Moderate, and
High Myopic Eyes After Transepithelial PRK Using a New Pulse Allocation. J. Refract. Surg. 2017, 33, 820-826. [CrossRef]
Kaluzny, B.J.; Szkulmowski, M.; Bukowska, D.M.; Wojtkowski, M. Spectral OCT with Speckle Contrast Reduction for Evaluation
of the Healing Process after PRK and Transepithelial PRK. Biomed. Opt. Express 2014, 5, 1089-1098. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Jun, I; Kang, D.S.Y.; Arba-Mosquera, S.; Kim, E.K.; Seo, K.Y.; Kim, T.-I. Clinical Outcomes of Transepithelial Photorefractive
Keratectomy According to Epithelial Thickness. J. Refract. Surg. 2018, 34, 533-540. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Netto, M.V,; Mohan, R.R;; Sinha, S.; Sharma, A.; Dupps, W.; Wilson, S.E. Stromal Haze, Myofibroblasts, and Surface Irregularity
after PRK. Exp. Eye Res. 2006, 82, 788-797. [CrossRef]

Vinciguerra, P.; Azzolini, M.; Airaghi, P.; Radice, P.; De Molfetta, V. Effect of Decreasing Surface and Interface Irregularities after
Photorefractive Keratectomy and Laser in Situ Keratomileusis on Optical and Functional Outcomes. . Refract. Surg. 1998, 14,
5199-5203. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Vinciguerra, P.; Camesasca, F.I; Vinciguerra, R.; Arba-Mosquera, S.; Torres, I.; Morenghi, E.; Randleman, ].B. Advanced Surface
Ablation With a New Software for the Reduction of Ablation Irregularities. J. Refract. Surg. 2017, 33, 89-95. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Moshirfar, M.; Desautels, ].D.; Walker, B.D.; Murri, M.S.; Birdsong, O.C.; Hoopes, P.C.S. Mechanisms of Optical Regression
Following Corneal Laser Refractive Surgery: Epithelial and Stromal Responses. Med. Hypothesis Discov. Innov. Ophthalmol. 2018,
7,1-9. [PubMed]

Fantes, FE.; Waring, G.O. Effect of Excimer Laser Radiant Exposure on Uniformity of Ablated Corneal Surface. Lasers Surg. Med.
1989, 9, 533-542. [CrossRef]

Reinstein, D.Z.; Archer, T.]J.; Gobbe, M. Improved Effectiveness of Transepithelial PTK versus Topography-Guided Ablation for
Stromal Irregularities Masked by Epithelial Compensation. . Refract. Surg. 2013, 29, 526-533. [CrossRef]

Huang, D.; Tang, M.; Shekhar, R. Mathematical Model of Corneal Surface Smoothing after Laser Refractive Surgery. Am. ].
Ophthalmol. 2003, 135, 267-278. [CrossRef]

Aslanides, I.M.; Kymionis, G.D. Trans Advanced Surface Laser Ablation (TransPRK) Outcomes Using SmartPulseTechnology.
Cont Lens Anterior Eye 2017, 40, 42—46. [CrossRef]

Kaluzny, B.J.; Piotrowiak-Slupska, I.; Kaszuba-Modrzejewska, M.; Stachura, J.; Arba-Mosquera, S.; Verma, S. Three-Year Outcomes
after High Hyperopia Correction Using Photorefractive Keratectomy with a Large Ablation Zone. Br. |. Ophthalmol. 2019, 103,
849-854. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Gauthier-Fournet, L.; Penin, F.; Arba Mosquera, S. Six-Month Outcomes After High Hyperopia Correction Using Laser-Assisted
In Situ Keratomileusis With a Large Ablation Zone. Cornea 2019, 38, 1147-1153. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Simon, G.; Ren, Q.; Kervick, G.N.; Parel, ]. M. Optics of the Corneal Epithelium. Refract. Corneal Surg. 1993, 9, 42-50. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Salah-Mabed, I.; Saad, A.; Gatinel, D. Topography of the Corneal Epithelium and Bowman Layer in Low to Moderately Myopic
Eyes. J. Cataract Refract. Surg. 2016, 42, 1190-1197. [CrossRef]

Lohmann, C.P.,; Patmore, A.; O’'Brart, D.; Reischl, U.; Winkler Mohrenfels, C.; Marshall, J. Regression and Wound Healing after
Excimer Laser PRK: A Histopathological Study on Human Corneas. Eur. J. Ophthalmol. 1997, 7, 130-138. [CrossRef]
Moller-Pedersen, T.; Cavanagh, H.D.; Petroll, W.M.; Jester, ].V. Stromal Wound Healing Explains Refractive Instability and Haze
Development after Photorefractive Keratectomy: A 1-Year Confocal Microscopic Study. Ophthalmology 2000, 107, 1235-1245.
[CrossRef]


http://doi.org/10.3928/1081597X-20180402-04
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30001450
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ophtha.2007.07.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11190041
http://doi.org/10.3928/1081-597X-20060201-09
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16523830
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0161-6420(91)32127-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1945307
http://doi.org/10.1097/ICO.0000000000001821
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30721171
http://doi.org/10.3928/1081597X-20170111-01
http://doi.org/10.3928/1081597X-20140219-01
http://doi.org/10.3928/1081597X-20090422-07
http://doi.org/10.3928/1081597X-20170920-02
http://doi.org/10.1364/BOE.5.001089
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24761291
http://doi.org/10.3928/1081597X-20180618-02
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30089183
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.exer.2005.09.021
http://doi.org/10.3928/1081-597X-19980401-12
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9571553
http://doi.org/10.3928/1081597X-20161122-01
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28192587
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29644238
http://doi.org/10.1002/lsm.1900090603
http://doi.org/10.3928/1081597X-20130719-02
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0002-9394(02)01942-6
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.clae.2016.11.004
http://doi.org/10.1136/bjophthalmol-2017-311694
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30093502
http://doi.org/10.1097/ICO.0000000000002011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31169605
http://doi.org/10.3928/1081-597X-19930101-10
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8481372
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrs.2016.05.009
http://doi.org/10.1177/112067219700700202
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0161-6420(00)00142-1

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Results 
	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

