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Abstract: We aimed to describe a variation of the surgical technique for the ab interno implantation
of the XEN Gel Stent, which, in our experience, is yielding very successful results. The injection of
0.1 mL of air and then of 0.1 mL of a dispersive viscoelastic into the subconjunctival space at the
beginning of the surgery allows one to perform a mechanical dissection between the conjunctiva
and the Tenon’s capsule, creating a real space. In total, 20 eyes of 16 patients underwent the
implantation of a stent gel through the “Air and Visco” technique. We retrospectively analyzed the
results. We obtained a reduction in the IOP from an average of 18.3 ± 2.2 mmHg preoperatively
to at 13.5 ± 3.5 mmHg at month 12. The needling rate was 20%. We did not register any cases of
hypotony (IOP < 6 mmHg), hypotony maculopathy or choroidal detachment. The “Air and Visco”
technique allows one to correctly place the device in the subconjunctival space, which the pneumo-
and visco-dissection transforms into a real space. This enables an easier surgical performance and
more predictable postoperative results, with a low needling rate and reintervention in the follow-up
period. It also ensures a greater safety profile because the presence of the OVD on the bleb prevents a
sudden lowering of the IOP, eliminating complications such as hypotony, hypotony maculopathy
and choroidal detachment in our cohort.

Keywords: micro-invasive filtering surgery; glaucoma; bleb management

1. Introduction

Glaucoma surgery serves to lower intraocular pressure (IOP) in an effort to prevent
future vision loss in glaucomatous patients. Surgery is recommended when medical and
laser treatments are ineffective in achieving the target IOP (a level of IOP which is unlikely
to cause visual field and optic nerve damage) [1]. Conventional filtering surgery procedures
include trabeculectomy and glaucoma drainage devices (e.g., Molteno®, Baerveldt®, and
PAUL® implants, Ahmed® Glaucoma Valve, Cucamonga, CA, USA). Recently, new devices
have emerged due to their safety profile and lesser invasiveness, termed minimally or
micro-invasive glaucoma surgery (MIGS). Several MIGS devices are currently on the
market, with different mechanisms of action based on the site of anatomical intervention:
(1) Schlemm’s canal MIGS devices, where the trabecular meshwork is bypassed, thus
directing aqueous humor into the Schlemm’s canal; (2) suprachoroidal MIGS devices,
which enhance uveoscleral outflow; and (3) subconjunctival MIGS devices, which shunt
aqueous humor from the anterior chamber to the subconjunctival space [2].

The Xen Gel Stent (Abbive, Inc., North Chicago, IL, USA) is a recent drainage device
developed to lower intraocular pressure in patients affected by primary open-angle glau-
coma who are unresponsive to the maximum medical therapy or when surgical treatment
has failed. It belongs to the group of subconjunctival MIGS devices; thus, it functions by
draining humor aqueous into the subconjunctival space. However, glaucomatous patients
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often have inflamed conjunctiva as a result of their topical antiglaucomatous therapy and
previous surgeries, and there are commonly adhesions between the two layers [3]. The
outcomes of glaucoma surgeries are limited by postoperative fibrosis, and most often, this
is due to bleb scarring.

The correct implantation of the XEN Gel Stent is the crucial step for a successful
surgery and long-lasting intraocular pressure (IOP) control. It mainly depends on the exact
positioning of the stent in the subconjunctival space above the Tenon’s capsule; however,
the conjunctiva is generally loosely attached to the Tenon’s capsule, creating a virtual space.
An incorrect positioning of the device, deeper within the Tenon’s capsule or embedded in
this tissue, is a well-known risk factor for failure: fibrosis may occur with a higher risk of
obstruction [4].

The aim of this paper is to describe our experience using a new variation of the
standard ab interno surgical technique and our promising results.

2. Materials and Methods

This was a monocentric retrospective study on patients diagnosed with primary
open-angle glaucoma (POAG), whose IOP was uncontrolled with at least two medications
or laser surgery and who were treated with XEN Gel Stent implantations at “Careggi
Hospital” Eye Clinic, Univesity of Florence (Italy), from February 2020 to June 2021. The
exclusion criteria were a history of any other ocular disorders which would have altered
the ocular surface or IOP measurements. Patients lost to follow-up (less than 12 months)
were excluded from the data analysis. All patients underwent a complete preoperative
visit, which included an IOP measurement (Goldmann Applanation Tonometry-GAT) and
dilatated fundus examination (Tropicamide 1%). An assessment of the iridocorneal angle
through a gonio lens was performed to verify its wideness and the absence of synechiae
and vessels. We also assessed the superior conjunctiva for mobility with a cotton tip.

2.1. Surgical Procedure

All surgical interventions were performed by one of the authors (FF). After appropriate
disinfection of the periocular skin and conjunctival fornix with povidone iodine 10% and
5%, respectively, anesthesia, as a topical administration of 2.5 mL of lidocaine 2% on the
ocular surface, is performed. Then, we proceed to create the “Air and Visco” dissection.
The first step is to precisely identify the area of the future bleb, usually in the supero-nasal
quadrant; then, we use a dermographic pen and a compass to mark the area at 3.0 mm from
the limbus where the Xen Gel Stent will emerge (Figure 1A). After that, we create the bleb:
we enter the conjunctiva at 12 o’clock at 3 mm from the limbus with a 27-gauge needle on
an insulin syringe and, proceeding upwards with the bevel very superficially beneath the
conjunctiva, avoiding the perforation of the Tenon’s capsule, we reach previously marked
the target area, directing the tip of the needle posteriorly (Figure 1B). At this point, 0.1 mL of
air is injected. If the pneumo-dissection is successful, bubbles will form in subconjunctival
space (Figure 1C). Then, 0.1 mL of a dispersive viscoelastic (we use ViscoAT, Alcon, Milan,
Italy) is injected via the same tunnel (Figure 1D). The bleb is smoothed posteriorly with a
cotton tip (Figure 1E). Once the conjunctiva is well separated from the Tenon’s capsule, we
place the Xen Gel Stent with the traditional ab interno technique. A cohesive viscoelastic
(Healon GV Pro, Johnson & Johnson, Irvine, CA, USA) is injected to completely fill the
anterior chamber (AC) through a clear corneal incision. The disposable injector enters
the AC through the main corneal incision in the infero-temporal sector upon coloring the
stent with a blue dye (Trypan blue), and is directed toward the supero-nasal angle. An
indirect gonio lens is used to monitor the angle (a direct-view gonio lens can also be used):
the correct placement is just anterior to the pigmented trabecular meshwork. Once the
needle tip is in the correct place, it is pushed forward through the sclera, emerging in the
subconjunctival space 3.0 mm away from the limbus. The injector is actioned, and the
needle retracts into the sleeve. The device, correctly positioned, is 1 mm in the AC, 2 mm in
the scleral tunnel and 3 mm in the subconjunctival space. The stent is well visible under
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the conjunctiva since it has been previously colored, and it must be linear and mobile with
the tip (Figure 1F). The correct placement at the angle is verified using a gonio mirror. The
viscoelastic is removed from the anterior chamber with balanced salt solutions. Finally, we
perform a subconjunctival injection of 0.1 mL of mitomycin C (MMC) 0.02% into the bleb.
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Figure 1. (A) Once the area of implantation is identified, it is marked with a dermographic pen.
(B) The 27-gauge needle enters the conjunctiva at 12 o’clock at 3 mm from the limbus. (C) The air
is injected; if the pneumo-dissection is successful, bubbles will form in subconjunctival space. (D)
The dispersive viscoelastic (ViscoAT, Alcon) is injected. (E) The bleb is smoothed posteriorly. (F) The
stent is well visible under the conjunctiva.
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2.2. Postoperative Management

Patients are instructed to discontinue all glaucoma medications on the day of the
surgery. Follow-up visits are conducted at postoperative day 1, every week for the first
month and at month 3, month 6 and month 12. Postoperative therapy includes antibiotic
prophylaxis for 1 week and steroids, tapered over 3 months. If needed, needling procedures
are performed with adjunctive 0.1 mL 5-Fluorouracil (5-FU) on an outpatient basis after the
administration of a topical anesthetic (Novesin 0.4% eye drop, Novartis, Milan, Italy).

3. Results

We report our preliminary data on 20 eyes of 16 patients, all with a diagnosis of POAG.
Six eyes (30%) were already pseudophakic, while 14 eyes were phakic and underwent
simultaneous XEN implantation and cataract surgery. Table 1 summarizes the patients’
characteristics herein described. The preoperative number of anti-glaucomatous molecules
was, on average, 2.5 ± 0.7.

Table 1. Baseline patients’ characteristics.

Variable Overall (n = 16)

Age (mean value ± SD) 76 ± 7

Sex (Male/female) 8/12

Variable Overall (n = 20)

Type of glaucoma:
POAG 20 (100%)

Previous surgery:
Phaco + IOL 6 (30%)

Number of antiglaucoma medications 2.5 ± 0.7
Abbreviations: SD: standard deviation; POAG: primary open angle glaucoma; Phaco + IOL: phacoemulsification +
intraocular lens implantation.

We obtained a good reduction in the IOP from an average of 18.3 ± 2.2 mmHg
preoperatively to 11.3 ± 2.7 mmHg 7 days after the surgery. This result persisted throughout
the follow-up: at 1 month, the average IOP was 11.2 ± 2.5 mmHg (p < 0.001); at 3 months,
it was 12.4 ± 1.9 mmHg (p < 0.001); at 6 months, it was 13.6 ± 3.3 mmHg (p < 0.001); and
at 12 months, it was 13.5 ± 3.5 mmHg (p = 0.001) (Table 2). We used linear mixed models
accounting for within-subject correlation to model the change in the IOP over time.

Table 2. IOP reduction from baseline.

Patient Preoperative
IOP IOP Day 1 IOP Day 7 IOP

Month 1
IOP

Month 3
IOP

Month 6
IOP

Month 12

N◦ of Med-
ications at
Month 12

1 20 10 10 9 13 13 14 0
2 * 18 10 10 9 11 11 12 0
3 19 8 10 8 10 19 24 2
4 15 11 8 9 12 13 14 0
5 17 12 12 16 16 14 12 0

6 * 22 8 9 9 10 10 14 0
7 19 5 6 10 17 16 NE NE
8 18 9 8 9 10 11 11 0

9 * 16 9 14 14 12 11 15 0
10 * 20 11 11 10 14 17 21 1
11 15 10 14 12 13 15 11 1
12 16 8 10 10 12 11 13 0
13 20 19 15 14 14 13 11 0

14 * 17 9 11 12 11 14 13 0
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Table 2. Cont.

Patient Preoperative
IOP IOP Day 1 IOP Day 7 IOP

Month 1
IOP

Month 3
IOP

Month 6
IOP

Month 12

N◦ of Med-
ications at
Month 12

15 * 18 11 14 12 11 12 12 0
16 15 18 17 12 11 11 11 0
17 19 9 12 12 12 12 13 0
18 21 7 11 10 11 13 12 0
19 20 10 11 11 12 13 11 0
20 21 11 13 17 16 24 NE NE

Mean ± SD 18.3 ± 2.2 10.2 ± 3.2 11.3 ± 2.7 11.25 ± 2.5 12.4 ± 1.9 13.65 ± 3.3 13.5 ± 3.5 0.22 ± 0.55

Notes: Patient 3 needed reintervention at month 12, patient 7 needed reintervention at month 8, and patient 20
needed reintervention at month 6. These patients underwent a successful trabeculectomy. The solo procedures
are indicated with an asterisk: patients were already pseudophakic. Abbreviations: NE, not estimable.

Complete success was considered as IOP ≤ 18 mmHg at month 12 without the need
for medications, surgical revision of the bleb or reoperation [5], for which the rate was 70%.
Partial success was defined as IOP ≤ 18 mmHg at month 12 with the use of medications or
following bleb revision, for which the rate was 15%. Finally, failure was interpreted as IOP
> 18 mmHg with the need for reoperation, for which the rate was 15% (Table 3).

Table 3. Surgical success: number of patients (percentage) in each group.

Variable Overall (n = 20)

Complete success, n (%) 14 (70%)
Partial success, n (%) 3 (15%)
Failure, n (%) 3 (15%)

Abbreviations: n: number.

The needling rate was 20%. Three patients (15%) needed reintervention because of
an uncontrolled IOP; two of them had previously received a needling procedure which
was ineffective. Two of these patients were already pseudophakic and had previously had
an XEN implanted in a solo procedure, whereas one patient had undergone a combined
Phaco-Xen surgery. They all underwent a successful ab externo trabeculectomy.

We did not register any cases of hypotony (IOP < 6 mmHg), hypotony maculopathy
or choroidal detachment. Two patients (10%) had transitory IOP spikes within the first
postoperative week (IOP < 20 mmHg), which resolved without therapy.

The best-corrected visual acuity improved after the combined phacoemulsification-
XEN surgery and remained unchanged in the stand-alone procedure.

During the follow-up, we reintroduced antiglaucomatous therapy for three eyes (15%):
two of them had a controlled IOP with one molecule, and one required two different
molecules. The postoperative number of anti-glaucomatous molecules was, on average,
0.2 ± 0.5.

4. Discussion

The XEN Gel Stent (Abbvie, Inc., Chicago, IL, USA) is a microinvasive glaucoma device
with a lumen diameter of 45 µm, which works by creating a filtration pathway from the
anterior chamber to the subconjunctival space. The correct functioning of the filtering bleb is
imperative for the intraocular fluid to be drained from the AC and the IOP to be lowered. The
XEN Gel Stent was designed to minimize postoperative fibrosis; the 6 mm device is produced
from a highly biocompatible material, porcine cross-linked glutaraldehyde, which reduces
foreign body reaction. Furthermore, the ab interno procedure provides for subconjunctival
injection without conjunctival peritomy, and this has been demonstrated to involve minimal
tissue disruption. However, despite the intraoperative application of antifibrotics, scar tissue
often develops. Previous studies report variable needling rates from 10 to 60% [6].
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Within this paper, we highlight that mechanical dissection performed through the
subconjunctival injection of air and a dispersive viscoelastic in an early phase of the
surgical procedure allows one to force the pre-existing adhesion between the conjunctiva
and Tenon’s capsule. In our cohort, the needling rate was 20%.

We have also observed other advantages. Firstly, the creation of the subconjunctival
space, as a real one, permits an easier implantation of the device. In our experience, all
implants were well positioned and straight with the tip mobile, and in no case were they
excessively curled or requiring manipulation. This eliminated the need for intraoperative
needling and, consequently, the risk of subconjunctival bleeding, which can also lead to
unwanted early scarring. Intraoperative bleeding and the resulting blood clotting induce the
secretion of pro-inflammatory and pro-angiogenic cytokines, especially vascular endothelial
growth factor (VEGF), which has a key role in inflammation and postoperative fibrosis [7,8].

We can also assume that the viscoelastic in the bleb reduces the early flow of inflamma-
tory cytokines such as TGFβ, being higher in glaucomatous aqueous humor. This could be
one of the variables that lowered the needling rate to 20% in our cohort. Previous studies on
other drainage devices seemed to confirm this finding [9,10]. Secondly, we assume that the
presence of the viscoelastic in the bleb ensures a more gradual lowering of IOP, minimizing
the risk of postoperative hypotony. A low IOP in the first postoperative week is a known
complication of filtering surgery and a significant risk factor for choroidal detachment. The
rate of CD after trabeculectomy ranges from 2.8% [11] to 18.8% [12].

In fact, the XEN Gel Stent was designed to limit hypotony, lowering IOP safely in a
predictable manner based on the Hagen-Poiseuille equation. This law postulates that the
pressure differential across a tube with constant dimensions is proportional to the resistance
to flow, and this is directly proportional to the length but inversely proportional to the
radius of the tube to the fourth power. A tube with a length of 6 mm and 45 µm lumen
diameter at an average aqueous humor production of 2–3 µL/min provides a theoretical
pressure drop of 8 mmHg, which prevents hypotony [13]. This is not always the case,
however. Previous studies reported rates of choroidal detachment which range from
1.4% [14] to 19.8% [15]. There are different explanations: the direct toxicity of MMC to the
ciliary body; the long-term use of topical antiglaucomatous therapy (prostaglandins, in
particular) with the permanent alteration of the uveoscleral outflow pathway; or an amount
of aqueous humor flowing around the tube during the implantation [15].

In our cohort, we did not register any cases of hypotony, hypotony maculopathy or
choroidal detachment. No patient required intracameral viscoelastic injection to manage
a shallow anterior chamber. We assumed that the time during which the viscoelastic is
reabsorbed allows the intraocular inflammation to reduce, but this should be investigated.

By contrast, we observed early transient IOP spikes, which resolved spontaneously
within the first postoperative week or resolved with ocular massages, which probably
promoted the reabsorption of the viscoelastic. No patient required early topical medication.

5. Conclusions

In conclusion, we propose a variation of the standard technique, which is easy to
perform, repeatable, more efficient and safer, without an increase in costs. Dissection with
air and viscoelastic allows one to make the subconjunctival space a real space, increasing the
chance of correcting the positioning the device, reducing the intraoperative manipulation
of the tissues, and thus improving the surgical outcomes. The limits of this study are its
retrospective design and small sample size.
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F.F. and F.S.; validation, F.F., F.S. and F.G., formal analysis, F.F., F.S. and F.G.; investigation, F.F.,
F.S. and F.G.; resources, F.F., F.S. and F.G.; data curation, F.F., F.S. and F.G.; writing—original draft
preparation, F.F. and F.S.; writing—review and editing, F.F., F.S. and F.G.; visualization, F.F., F.S. and
F.G.; supervision, F.G.; project administration, F.G. All authors have read and agreed to the published
version of the manuscript.



Vision 2023, 7, 71 7 of 7

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Institutional Review Board Statement: This study was conducted in accordance with the Declaration
of Helsinki and approved by the Institutional Review Board of Careggi University Hospital (Regional
Ethic Committee for Clinical Trial) (24182_oss).

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

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available on request from the
corresponding author. The data (original imaging) are not publicly available due to privacy issues.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest. The funders had no role in the design
of the study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript, or
in the decision to publish the results.

References
1. Bar-David, L.; Blumenthal, E.Z. Evolution of Glaucoma Surgery in the Last 25 Years. Rambam Maimonides Med. J. 2018, 9, e0024.

[CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Pereira, I.C.F.; van de Wijdeven, R.; Wyss, H.M.; Beckers, H.J.M.; den Toonder, J.M.J. Conventional glaucoma implants and

the new MIGS devices: A comprehensive review of current options and future directions. Eye 2021, 35, 3202–3221. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

3. Nuzzi, R.; Vercelli, A.; Finazzo, C.; Cracco, C. Conjunctiva and subconjunctival tissue in primary open-angle glaucoma after
long-term topical treatment: An immunohistochemical and ultrastructural study. Graefes Arch. Clin. Exp. Ophthalmol. 1995, 233,
154–162. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Ong, J.A.; Wu, P.; Ahmed, I.I.K. Outcomes of ab interno gelatin microstent with MMC using targeted supra-Tenon’s placement. In
Proceedings of the American Glaucoma Society Annual Meeting, Washington, DC, USA, 27 February 2020.

5. Rauchegger, T.; Angermann, R.; Willeit, P.; Schmid, E.; Teuchner, B. Two-year outcomes of minimally invasive XEN Gel Stent
implantation in primary open-angle and pseudoexfoliation glaucoma. Acta Ophthalmol. 2021, 99, 369–375. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Buenasmañanas-Maeso, M.; Perucho-Martínez, S.; Monja-Alarcón, N.; Toledano-Fernández, N. Impact of Primary Needling on
the XEN Implant Clinical Outcomes: A Real-Life Retrospective Study. Clin. Ophthalmol. 2022, 28, 935–946. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Vera, V.; Sheybani, A.; Lindfield, D.; Stalmans, I.; Ahmed, I.I.K. Recommendations for the management of elevated intraocular
pressure due to bleb fibrosis after XEN gel stent implantation. Clin. Ophthalmol. 2019, 18, 685–694. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Park, H.L.; Kim, J.H.; Ahn, M.D.; Park, C.K. Level of Vascular Endothelial Growth Factor in Tenon Tissue and Results of Glaucoma
Surgery. Arch. Ophthalmol. 2012, 130, 685–689. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9. Freedman, J.; Iserovich, P. Pro-inflammatory cytokines in glaucomatous aqueous and encysted Molteno implant blebs and their
relationship to pressure. Investig. Ophthalmol. Vis. Sci. 2013, 54, 4851–4855. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

10. Christakis, P.G.; Zhang, D.; Budenz, D.L.; Barton, K.; Tsai, J.C.; Ahmed, I.I.K.; ABC-AVB Study Groups. Five-Year Pooled Data
Analysis of the Ahmed Baerveldt Comparison Study and the Ahmed Versus Baerveldt Study. Am. J. Ophthalmol. 2017, 176,
118–126. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

11. Maheshwari, D.; Kanduri, S.; Kadar, M.A.; Ramakrishnan, R.; Pillai, M.R. Midterm outcome of mitomycin C augmented
trabeculectomy in open angle glaucoma versus angle closure glaucoma. Indian. J. Ophthalmol. 2019, 67, 1080–1084. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

12. Haga, A.; Inatani, M.; Shobayashi, K.; Kojima, S.; Inoue, T.; Tanihara, H. Risk factors for choroidal detachment after trabeculectomy
with mitomycin C. Clin. Ophthalmol. 2013, 7, 1417–1421. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Sheybani, A.; Reitsamer, H.; Ahmed, I.I. Fluid Dynamics of a Novel Micro-Fistula Implant for the Surgical Treatment of Glaucoma.
Investig. Ophthalmol. Vis. Sci. 2015, 56, 4789–4795. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Mansouri, K.; Guidotti, J.; Rao, H.L.; Ouabas, A.; D’Alessandro, E.; Roy, S.; Mermoud, A. Prospective Evaluation of Standalone
XEN Gel Implant and Combined Phacoemulsification-XEN Gel Implant Surgery: 1-Year Results. J. Glaucoma 2018, 27, 140–147.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Cutolo, C.A.; Negri, L.; Olivari, S.; Cappelli, F.; Traverso, C.E.; Iester, M. Choroidal Detachment after XEN Gel Stent Implantation.
J. Ophthalmol. 2021, 6, 6674505. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.5041/RMMJ.10345
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30089089
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41433-021-01595-x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34127842
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00166608
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7758983
https://doi.org/10.1111/aos.14627
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32996702
https://doi.org/10.2147/OPTH.S357575
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35368242
https://doi.org/10.2147/OPTH.S195457
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31114145
https://doi.org/10.1001/archophthalmol.2011.2799
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22332204
https://doi.org/10.1167/iovs.13-12274
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23788371
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajo.2017.01.003
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28104418
https://doi.org/10.4103/ijo.IJO_1328_18
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31238416
https://doi.org/10.2147/OPTH.S46375
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23874083
https://doi.org/10.1167/iovs.15-16625
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26218906
https://doi.org/10.1097/IJG.0000000000000858
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29271806
https://doi.org/10.1155/2021/6674505
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33747555

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Surgical Procedure 
	Postoperative Management 

	Results 
	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

