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Effect of Progressive Multi-focal Glasse on the Myopic Progression in School Children
FENG Bin,BAI Lu,XIAO Xin ,WANG Ying
( Department of Visual Science and Optometry Center ,Peoples Hospital of Guangxi Zhuang Autonomous Region ,Nanning 530021, China)

[ Abstract] Objective To investigate the effect of progressive multifocal glass for control the development of
myopiain schoolchildren. Methods 30 patients (60 eyes) were selected randomly from the myopic patients wearing
progressive multifocal glass aged 8 — 18 years (observation group ) ,the aged-matched 30 myopic patients (60 eyes ) wearing
single-focal glass were selected into control group,the myopic development of all case were analyzed. Results One year
follow-up found that the changes of spherical ,cylinder and spherical equivalent in observation group were (0.925 £0.537)
D, (0.121 £0.304) D and (0. 985 +0. 603 ) D, respectively. In contrast, the changes of spherical, cylinder and spherical
equivalent in control group were(0.933 £0.504)D, (0. 133 £0.307) D and(1.000 £0.518) D, respectively, there were no
significant difference between the two group of spherical , cylinder and spherical equivalent (P >0.05). The changes of
spherical and cylinder in patients of different age were no significant difference (P >0.05) ,however,the change of spherical
equivalent was significant difference (P <0.05). Conclusion Compared with single-focal glass,the progressive multifocal
glass give the better performance in control of myopic development,but because of the existence of the age factor,the effect
of the progressive multifocal glass for control myopic development should be expanded the sample for further study.
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Comparison of diopter difference among
patients of different age groups(x +s,D)

EE (%) n BB M SERIERBE

8 ~ 2 1.000+0.354 0.625+0.177 1.313 £0.265
9 ~ 6 0.375+0.411 0.042 +£0.292 0.396 +0.544
10 ~ 10 1.100 +£0.530 0.075 +£0.265 1.138 +0.498
11 ~ 8 0.938+0.222 0.125+0.353 1.000 +0.299
12 ~ 18 0.875+0.395 0.083 £0.297 0.917 £0.404
13 ~ 22 1.148 £0.701 0.250 £0.231 1.273 +0.715
14 ~ 18 1.014 £0.388 0.208 £0.312 1.118 £0.392
15 ~ 18 0.861 £0.356 0.028 £0.342 0.875 £0.395
16 ~ 14 0.839 £0.684 0.000 £0.259 0.839 +0.768
18 ~ 4 0.563 +0.315 0.188 +0.375 0.656 +0.493
F 1 1.801 1.886 2.203
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Changes of Serum IL-6 in Mild Cognitive Impairment and Alzheimer$ Disease
QIU Yan-dong ,BI Gui-nan ,SHI Sheng-liang ,LI Bin-ru
( Department of Neurology ,the First Affiliated Hospital of Guangxi Medical University ,Nanning 530021, China)

[ Abstract] Objective To observe the diversity of serum IL-6 in patients with mild cognitive impairment( MCI)
and Alzheimers disease( AD). Methods The IL-6 content in serum of AD(n =14) MCI(n =14)and controls(n =11)
were detected by double-antibody sandwich method of enzyme linked immunosorbent assay ( ELISA). Results The
difference of serum IL-6 among three groups was significant( P <0.05). the serum 1L.-6 in MCI group and AD group
were significant higher than that of the controls(P <0.05). No significant difference between was found between MCI
group and AD group(P >0.05). Conclusion There is inflammation change in both MCI and AD patients , suggesting
inflammatory reaction is a possible key component element of the pathological mechanism of AD,and possibly make
important effect on further pathological development of AD.

[ Key words] Alzheimers disease ; Cognitive impairment ; Interleukin-6

AJEETIH )7 PIRb AR CHER A 0728133) )7 P IR 24 T RbA 0P 0 4 (RE TURE 22006045 )
* BTAR AN VIR T AL+ e BEbe . AR1E# - Bebif o E-mail : biguinanS3@ sina. com



