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[ Abstract ]

fragmentation nonphacoemulsification and phacoemulsification in age related hard cataract. Methods: Complica-

Objective : To compare the difference of clinical efficiency between small manual incision

tion, postoperative vision and astigmatism between 210 cases of small incision manual fragmentation nonphaco
and 161 cases of phaco with IOL implantation for patient of age related hard cataract were retrospectively ana-
lyzed. Results ; Postoperative vision of the both groups was improved. There was no significant difference be-
tween two groups in postoperative vision, astigmatism after 1m and 3m of postoperation. Corneal edema disap-
peared in 1w after postoperative treatment of the both groups. Conclusions: The postoperative efficiency of two

groups is almost the same. Small incision manual fragmentation nonphaco is safer and more easily to handle with

fewer complications compared with phaco. Both groups have the same long — term effect.
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Tab.1 Comparison of postoperative vision between two

groups
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