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Comparison of Corneal and Anterior Segment Parameters between
Pentacam and Galilei
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Ocular Tissue Engineering Research Center, Shahid Beheshti University of Medical Sciences, Tehran, Iran
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Purpose: To compare anterior segment indices measured by two Scheimpflug camera; Galilei and Pentacam.
Methods: In this observational case series, myopic patients scheduled for refractive surgery underwent
corneal and anterior segment analyses using Pentacam (single Scheimpflug camera) and Galilei (dual
Scheimpflug camera). Analyzed parameters included anterior and posterior best-fit' spheres (BFS), axial
curvature, true corneal power, central corneal thickness (CCT), anterior chamber (AC) depth, AC volume,
AC angle and pupil diameter. Statistical analysis was performed using paired t- test and Bland-Altman plots.
Results: The study comprised 176 eyes of 88 patients. The mean radius-of the anterior BFS was 7.79 + 0.34
mm measured with Pentacam and 7.75 = 0.39 mm measured with Galilei (r=0.877,p<0.001), and the mean
radius of posterior BFS was 6.42 + 0.32 mm and 6.47 + 0.38 mm, respectively, (r=0.879,p<0.001). Anterior axial
curvature was 43.8 + 19 D with Pentacam and 43.8+ 24 D with Galilei (r=0.905,p<0.003). Posterior axial
curvature was 6.3 £ 03 D and 6.3 = 04 D, respectively (r=0.873, p<0.001). True Corneal power was 439 +19 D
with Pentacam and 43.5+ 2.3 D with Galilei (r=0.909,p<0.001). CCT was 537+44 pm with Pentacam and 553+51
pm with Galilei (r=0.796,p<0.001). Anterior chamber depth was 329+0.4 mm and 3.3+0.38 mm (r=0.85, p<0.001),
anterior chamber volume was 207+50 mm? and 129+39 mm? (p=0.004), anterior chamber angle was 39.7+9.2
degree and 54.2+5.2 degree (p=0.051), respectively. Average pupil diameter was 3.91+1.77 mm with Pentacam
and 3.34+0.89 mm with Galilei (p=0.007). There was a significant correlation between all measured parameters
except for CCT, AC volume, AC angle, and pupil diameter.

Conclusion: There is a significant agreement between Galilei and Pentacam Scheimpflug analyzers in most
of the measured indices. However, the correlation can be low in some parameters. Therefore, these two
devices cannot be used interchangeably.

Keywords: Galilei, Pentacam, Corneal Parameters, Anterior Segment

e Bina ] Ophthalmol 2015; 20 (3): 271-279. Received: 11 September 2014 Accepted: 25 December 2014

o5 G013 485 &1 Lt 0 Sl Ll (5 501 39 Ty 9 IS S0l dustlio

g Shgeae 553 9ot T W8 4TS (S5l e 55 0803803 398 TS T huigie dinogi TS (oady il Lole S

AL 5 ALJE olius 55 Lot oud (5,503l oolad U1 5 a3 sla asls anylic :Bun

3y (203 Doge 4 Ko 00905 drlpe SIB B Gl Lo 4 LSSl Cgae (Al Cuz &5 S ohle 10095
bzl (il g W IBFS 8,5 &jpo (oSl 5 adJlS oo 90 b (55l el olilem pled (sl iads anlllae
Oz (oD Bl Gee g 2 s B S (aBly JIS] )08 s B 55 e Sl i B (S g (ol mhan (65970
§SPSS I3 8la 5 (50 LS 4 b g)lel Jelod ainds dnliie ;00 b oSty 5 Al 50 Sad po lad 5 alad 36T 4yl
2dy 5 e pSoslail alaly pwy i Sl G (Sopd o 28,5 &g Paired t-test Lags

Sgr =+ Fe VA MM Ogles bawgle L #) TV YA MM alJE (o 4 7/ FV£4 7Y mm (St o als Lol gleds (yasdly
mMm Sglds lawgin Ly VY02, YA mm a LIS o 4 V)V ¥fmm Sy o ola8BFS .(P<<+) gr=+/AV9)

YV


www.sid.ir

OYAF ) ¥oojlads -V 050 —liy (Sb ey dlne

FYA£YF D a LIS o o F¥ALY A D oSy jo olad gloul glads (P<eje oV r=2 ) AVY) 0l ol + o P20 VA
Cmwd dgy =¥+ ¥ D o LI o o -%/¥++ )V D (SLuy o Post. Axial Curvature .(P<-;-+V gr=-/2-0) 030,85 arulxs
D aLJE ;o 4 FY/42) /A D SLis ,o (Net corneal power) a_s 3 | aly JICn! @y08 .(r=+ JAVY g P<e v 1) il
L OOV g alJE ;0 s OYVEFF p oSLaty jo a5 8 635 0 Cualies (=229 g P<oye o)) 0l auloes FY0£T)Y
mm a_LJE o o ¥V« fmm Sy o elod 5Ll Gae 09 (r=+ VA% g P<eje - M) VPRV P gl ey bagio
r=+;YYVY) 05 V7YA£YA mm3 alJlE jo o V- VD mm3 Sty jo solod GUl pox> g (r=2 A0 g P<eye ¢ V) ¥)Y£- YA
30 Sodyo ydnd lawgie f(P=1y0 0YV) a0 OF, V)Y alJlE j0 o YAYEYY Sty jo selad 56l a4l P=+je ¥
a8y oSy slaaisly Scauen P=+/+ VA 1=+ VAD L il o ¥V FEA mm alJlS o 5 ¥/ ), VY mm (Sl
F9 05 00,5 (518 (ks 1) 0 )l50 ady St 5,90 S 3> (Index of Surface Variance) oSty ;0 ISV 040 loliss
P=eje o ¥ LasS ol 5118 b 0o 0 Vg SeSin ao 0 ¥ g ¢ grmds 0o y0 AP IS o (Inf-sup Value) ISV

D9 ol dl B o oSy sloamsl, Siwses
a9 Sl Gl (Ssed (il 3)lse (B n 5o Iy aes 1055 (2L BT o ae el o ol 55 16 S Ao

Sged oslaiuwl (133l Do dr oK 50l 5l lgE sed Sy o a3

TVAZYVA ¥ ol oY+ 090 YAY Liy S aloes @

VAT o000 Yo sl il o
VAY oo ¥ allis ans

(e-mail: t.motevasseli@gmail.com) Jugio diags xSo 195wl @

O~ st e Sy psle olSils 2l s Sl S o ~ Kb ety ol -)

Ol =0l - St e (53, sl lStls - Kt ts -
Sl =318l sl (K55 psle sty ~ail ol - 4 sl T
Ol =08~ et (S psle oSl - Syt —alid -
Ol =0l - st e (S5, psle elSls - Sy - skl -0

e @l pdige Do 55 50 VY SO (ol pl ool GLLS) 0,85 l00L (Ll - Gl -l -l s

G Cwls s 3598 sl sl (Sws e ojla el g e
3 aes g 0 as Sl .Yq_;.mo@ Gl g 2l
sla >l Lal S 6 eSSl Cse 1> Jlael
Cpodl wlosls plaizl sgs ayly S eie (il )l ué
@ bgrye 5580 ledlbl 48 )5l cavs 4 g1y oleolSiws 349
g oo bl S5 i 954059, 48 g b el (LK
4 A g (ol mhaw 580 sl oS3 S5 )b s
Ly BB 4 (sl g 455 51 o] 31581 5 453
YL coal jlaias o 7y Joos 5l o a5 Jlizl 5 )lse

o )lé)ey.).!
SMaaris it slrolliws g SMaod yuy90 lyls slrolliws
4\_1...”5 NEGER) 9 Lgl.(bua?l.w axJlas U"‘ e o 4.»3; S yge

dodio

G5 e 3,150 50 48 4 by e slojlne 335 (o)

sl )lon 3 (izpd 5 Wjly ol § LS oge (2>
Glaig, el sladle . cul Coenl gl s ot alise
2 2lB Gl g as B alie lo sl b)) cyz goanie
5 4Ll oz plpolliws plae ol o a5 wilige (o s
ol 5l 00 solaiwl lagy)] jo SVaerds (s yso 5l a5 WSl
2 i 4y aldE 5 (oSl gleolSiiws aiius jlo 55 5 (slods
55 ol glis o Bme L YooY 5 Yoo F bl
Ol il g SVliasds o y90 90 5l Al o a8 cenl ol Ko
L5 oSty 45 3,90 4o 0a oslewl Placcido Disc S L
ao azrgi b oliws 5o (nl adlige Saond (jse o il
= ogdle Moving Slit Lamp 3l oolaswl g )l 2 (599 o
5 S e Sk B (Al g oalad s Ll g (s egl S
(o) (olod BT 5550 1 5 leMbl a8 (oadly & j08 s

ARAS


www.sid.ir

Sy 5 AlJE looliws aslin - 8 ol Lo, de 25

03,5 ol a8

3 (KPL 5 I-SV KI dSV) a5 3568 (sl (canseiss slayge)]
ISV ol e wud anolie S0 SO L oSy g alJi
5 il o YV 5l 3505 oSty ;o (Index of Surface Variance)
Cgme Slgsl TV GV g (rbo e TV 51 5 5 (ssles
3l (e VitV (a8 8598 (e L) KT ogd oo
JRRVICHNUARINCHUN R I NEES JUSESS (VRN
Fmm al ol bas abhds O po 458 (655 0 (6 e o ¥ alold
ATAGAVA JPREIN =R V) GENEEIPIE SRV PPN ) PRV KR S ISV
Keratoconus .l o Jo s 3568 1/ 51 5 s 5 SeSiee
Ao Vo -VY (b oy V¢ 5 a5 KPI (Predicted Index)
] g i 0o )0 YV (oYL 5 SSie

el VY sl g SPSS Jl58le 5 (6,515 4 b (g Lol s
9 sbme Blodl g G Sile s o Ao slajlel 0
55050 L Paired t-test l oolar wl Ls oo 98 slo ol
aboly ) p Sl G5 (S oy 00,5 dlis
Sglas aoye A0 ekl alold ol solat wl Las .50l
=5y &1y (95% LOA) (3-8lg5 dgu> g o s puSojlusl Sl
0,5 el oSl g0 (385

LAY

So) oSy g (Placcido Disc S g Sdlaoris (a9 90)

Ol G (St Gl 5 dmaliie S00Ss b (SMaords (90
Sl a2l alizee slo ezl jo olKws g0

SR

(e OY 5 55 YY) Jlow AA 5l pii YV (595 o asdllas (0l
30 slaosly o JLw YO )l lows ow lawgle .8 )5 & g0
Wloads LI Y g ) sl Jguz jo allEs (S olKiws

mm a_LJE ;o 4 V) VAx,¥F mm Sy o ela 3 BFS
Obaebl dials) « o & £ NA MM &glas lawgia b Y/ VO£- T
A SLOA=-+ Y=+ /F) g (P<+je ) oo V=2 )r A =a0,0 0
r=2 AVY) 55 jloline 4 LJEy oSy slaail, S
(P<eye )

3092 fYEYY mm Sy o als Ll gl BFS
Sgu =+ e NAmm Sglay bawgio b #/FVE YA mm AL
eARIE X GAR R B S R R WS VA RN EEUON 2 JRPRES)
BFS ,o a L8y oSy sloail Siwyen a5 LOA= -+ F)
P<eye oY =2 AY) 0 Jlolae Al

D a L8 ,o 4 FY/A£1,A D Sy o Ant.Axial Curvature
= PEVIY D gl lawgie L s )5 awlxe VALY
YD g (P=eye oY o VY= V) =000 A0 el aals)

YvYy

5 ;s A U =Y o LS s sl ead bl ol e
Gl e (>l a4 s -V ESlas eesleS]
Ot D9 4 eNidgy 0090d anzl e SIS LS i Lo 4
93 L il pngas ohlow plaaiyo 085 1,8 aslllas 550
Obi—w,lew ;o (Ziemer <Port  Switzerland) 4 LJE oo
(OCULUS Optikgerate GmbH, Wetzlar, oS g ol55 Sl
azg L aS Cd)S O jae Sy (Shpeds S e, Germany)
Loyl ppgas gam Sl ¥ 2Slas 55 e 93 (S alols &
WA Glej 03l y8 Lagygesl alS rizpn o ol aidy
9 4B Dy9uS a5 Wl aalllas o )ly (Shle (85 D50 b
z9o9 & dddlhs pl Coole wiily geiiz 2l Jlesl aaile
I3l abicglo, oyl aes 5l g o ool 7295 O )lem 4 4y
1200, Ll Side sdlel Jyol Jlo plas o

G o yoske Ay 25 5 slad (Best Fit Sphere) BFS
I eyl spse ol & bgrye sliil glads g 0b (o) 43
Dygme Ao di B (a5 (elad gl (6)9mme slisdl 288
Valols b 58 allascs slaails 5l ool b ugeas) b ugear)
ek 5 s JSB 93 ;e a5 WSS (cwyp ek
9 S0 6535 po ae>l )3 458 55 e Culis ol (A1
) a8 S (oeBly JUSGl ©paB al puyp 488 S5
&y9—0 4o oSty ,0 g True Net Corneal Power o« LIS
Ray b, s (c—wl Equivalent Keratometry Ready EKR
O$L3 slesla Wl L a3 als 5 oolad mlaws 99 ;o 5| Tracing
Jolso lg (gl 5518, sl poud ;0 .050,5 dcwloes Snell
Caond 53 45,5 &y08 il oo VFYF aV; o VPV a5 )
V- Amm) oo o (F- VY mm) ol «f mm) 55 e
WP IUFRARY

954 ol5 gl g 458 Al gl 4 45 (olu GUl oo
3ol BUT 5os 9 (6,5 SIS g, a0l Sgazme ais
00,8 dlons 5 (polad mhans B e B ol )3 458 poligun]
Jsed 9 JB Sz 99 50 Js—are jo-bo an (alad U1 sl
Gloy,had za ool wl jaun Sadye ,had ol (g ol
5ol ol alolh 5 VX jyme 55 50 Sodye Caadse 5 g pSoslu


www.sid.ir

OFRF L) ¥ o )lets Y+ 0,90 —Liy (S jyreir alono

D alJE ;o 5 F¥/2£),A D oSty o 45,8 §ds &0

b uL:.o.b‘ dga=) +FV++/90 gl lawgie L FY)0£Y)Y
4 S LOA= -V, FO-Y,YY g (P<<je =V g+ YV=2 /00 10
gr=2/2+) g Jlolme a LJEy Sty sloail Siwsee

Loy g Al )0 4 yd g colad (ylesw Gl puiio Y oo

(P<’/“\

loasil, Sias P<oje ) gr=+/4-0 L a5 LOA= -¥,YV

O )‘JLL!.A d..l.JL? 9 WSLW

D «LJIE ;0 ¢-#/Y£+ /¥ D oSLo, ,o Post. Axial Curvature

09.)._‘>) ’i’/\q ugLo.: .Ia_~¢9~c L: J_A" Cmrd 4\_3—9/\‘&'/?

—o Y=Y g P<eyr o) g oo Yoo o Vi 0,0 A0 bl
S IAVY) gy loline a8y oSty (sloaisl, Siwuen a5 LOA=

.(P<'/f\f 9=

L5 oSty
FG S ke Sl Ol SR GRS e Sl (S0l
MNOA Y\ P - v Y Vo AOY YYS o ¥f vva (o ko) (solad BFS
YYY oA “¥A #FV VYA 0D oYY £Y (o ko) sl BFS
FY Y YRS Yf YA \A AR AR YA £YA (Ra30) (sold (59500 sLseil
D C < f -FY -0 -£A ¥ -y (u59) &> (5 9900 Ll
FYYY YY) \fl £Y10 FYY Y VA YA (Fo920) 45,8 G:B D ya8
YA YV o) ooY FIF for \A1 ovy (HM) 45,8 55 10 Casleds
YV VY)Y T4 1Y YAA  ANCF o Y.y (mm3) AC x>
YA0 Y04  ¥A A0S \FLRRN 77§ i ¥Ya (o o) A/C Gos
SYN O FOY oY OfY Fel YYD ¥ va,v (a2 ,3) AC a4l;
AOF VA AR Yve A \f\as VY YA (o ss) S 5o 03l Lansgie
Py 9 AJE la 2Ll (o o lio - Jguar
Polie ol as,sd0 gily  P%CUZ g oSolbe JUE
PL oSlet lone Gl

<epee SY,AVY L oY <epee Pt (o skwe) (sol3 BFS

<opee - AYA -5 Y o) —e o FE (o o) 81> BFS

<o LR -Y,vY -y ey —.pefx (e (o8 (59,5 L]

<o < AYY —yy —peY Nk s (ags) A 69,5 sl

<epee) -4-9 -\ fo < YY ERA NAE: (F90) 4,8 585 &,08

<epee - Vag -#Y -4 oo -\r (Mm) 45,8 colss

f YYY SYY £9,0 oo VAN (mm3) A/C px>

<epee) - /AQY - ff - ¥ <AYY IAE: (foso) AIC Gos

<O YN -YF,0 V&) 3 -VF0 (a>,3) A/C a5

SEAPN VA -Y v Y0 ooV - OYE (o shee) Sad 0 03103l Loy

SVA-EVY) we,0 A0 Glawebl als o —FY-YY tas 0 A0 38lg8

Joline a LIS 5 oSy sloasil Ssem carils (P<+/++Y)

Lwgie b DOYEO) P alJE 5 5 OYYFF i (Sl o CCT

éjd}bob}ar=\/Q?5P<’/”\ P dﬁ‘ya\?i“f“ual&.’

ARAY


www.sid.ir

Sy 5 AlJE looliws aslin - 8 ol Lo, de 25

sloasl, Sises a5 P=+/++f 5r=+-YYY) LOA= -Y\ /¥
S loliae alJB 5 oSy

Pentacam - Galilei

Pentacam and Galilei mean of BFS Post

(wa‘ o&; w)‘; ‘) 6;}& ).:QL0.0 b)‘}o.m AL.”f) OS¢
2 g Yev£de mm? (SL_s ;o Ant.  Chamber Volume
mm® gl és bawgie Ly il oo VYA2YA mm® a LIS
SVAVID 5 $4B-AFY raco,s A0 Lipabl 350 5 VAN 200/A

Pentacam - Galilei

-0.57

Pentacam and Galilei mean of BFS Ant

Sty g AlJE sloosls M| Lawgie casylid Slw L alJE 4 oSty yo Ant. and Post. BFS awslas :(Blant-altman) -\ ,lsgel

()L.xn dl).?u‘ \/ﬂ?iM)o RYA dﬁ‘y) L)"‘"l‘" 9 YL: 0dgdte 4O ooty G?J“S‘)" l,.i:L‘Lo.: Lmoﬁ‘.) 9 Cl

a LIS, Sy sloail si:.sm-ap-ﬁ AR CEVA R EERWEIRE VA
oo, A0 uLu.o.b‘ d9d> g (r=+ A0 g P<+y+ ) oo lobize
P=NYY) oS-

aLJE 5 4V, V£9)Y Sy 0 Ant. Chamber Angle
Sgaz 5 - V0 )V Sl lagie Lyl oo OFY£O/Y
(P=+/-0V) LOA= Y¥0-00:9 NV FN=1Y /9 0m,0 0 lewls]
D loliae a8 g oSy loaisl, Siwoes

e VANEL,YY mm Sy jo Swd o ojlal Sl
5 1OYEV VA Solay Jawgio b el oo VYT A mm alJE
“Fro N P=ege oY g o YO-2 Y iao,0 A0 el sgu>)
Sholiss alJEy oSty sloasdl, Swpd a5 oog LOA= -Y/AY
P=-1- YA gr=+11AD) 545

3,90 S ;> ( Index of Surface Variance) St ;o ISV
Inf-sup g gm 00,5 5,155 cando |y 5 )lg0 iy SeSin
Vg Sefin 3o d ¥ o b s 0 AP alJS s (Value) ISV
5 9 YOIFOEY 00 Cglay Jawgio Lol 5155 b e a0
LOA=+ | AD-Y+ 50 NFYO-V7/ VR oo )0 A0 liebl sg0)
aLJE g oSy sloasl, Siwp P=+o ¥V L aon A0

YVo

3.0

2.0
= 1.0+
=
=
Q
E 00+
"
&
o
8
[
1]
oo

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, L o T
o
.| <)
20 e
30
T T T T T
400 420 440 460 480

Pentacam and Galilei mean of net corneal Power
Lz a LIE ¢ oSy jo ad 8 380 &j08 awnlie -V Lloges
5 Sy 5 a LT laools M| lawgio cnmailioss gl
95% el 5 YU oogame o laosls SuuSTy [ Kibled o pls

bl 0 LOA (£ 1.96 SD)

alJE o 4 Y)Y+ ¥ mm St ,o Ant. Chamber Depth
LOA 9" \EXITA s_:jLOA Ja_wy.n L: 5.\.~JL:GO Y)Y+« YA mm


www.sid.ir

OFRF L) ¥ o )lets Y+ 0,90 —Liy (S jyreir alono

Slisebl sga> (P=+/+ V) 91,02V F Sglés lawgio b .o
r=+/¥Y%) 059m LOA= -\ F-\Y)) 5 -Y,08—(-+/TF) 0,0 10
.\)9.3 )L)LSJ.A 4ul§9r°5Lu.> 6meb f“ .MJ(P<~/..\ 3

10.04
0.0+ N
5 1004
8 ®o
o,
' N
£
s %
] o
o

£ 200
a
[

-30.0

o
-40.0-
T T T T T
00 50 100 150 200

Pentacam and Galilei mean of KPI

D9 lolise
Ao, ¥ b wo,0 AY (SLay o (48,8558 (a>Li) KI
Keratoconus KPI 4 LJIS o g oo f ao)0 ) 5 SeSice
Ol SeSin ao 0 # g b ws 0 AF (Predicted Index)

40.0 Ll
2 300 8
G ® ©
g o ©
e e%ﬂz;% o
@ 200+ 0% [}

‘\)O @
o
100 %‘ho o o
2 g
T T T T
50 100 150 200

Pentacam and Galilei mean of IS value

ALJIS 5 WSty 5 KPI 5 IS value duglie -Y loges

wpSLoy g alJE oS g0 12 0 b etls S ol sl
JOHJA dLbua.>L~: MLC‘ suLa.o Q" B R Mlﬁ.ﬂ 9 6)"5°)|“\"|
GoleSSl Cae sl > 0 aS a8 bl § Cwles o
;,‘3).? )1).9 WP Oyge L ut..a.ﬁ‘ 6‘)&
slamil o =Soslasl jo SV cds laesd slaoline
aih Gl g el bl el o5 el 5l
w2 5 I0L Slwbre asied by s s x5 0
o] cs"ﬁ—"ﬁ—“ L g O il Wil o oo &S]
Elevation Map «slas Spe sl cmal pls LaolKiws
6[—°&M B ‘) Lg).)yl.a ﬁolj.a O)‘}o.b pSLu.) 3o ‘fd? 9 GA‘..\S
s a5 YL elad mbas gLzl paad jo oSws 4o
5 = 90 Ohles o5 Jlade 4y azgi b atdl aS 00,5 5,155
slasllas uilss i Elevation Map ezl G ladd bl 5
5 Aramberri 7ol ol& s 50 BB ool g 518
4 il g solad Ll dlons 1 ol (6 iy LS5 o e
95 1y oSy 2 g andls alJS | e (s oSty o,
oSty as wols olas t ol e g Ximena M wilos S 53 LIS
5o Le».’ 9 QJ‘.} uLu‘u)‘ A G ‘rd? 9 ‘547‘..\_9 Elevation
g a8 S b o golesel JB 1, S_ulo,l Post Elevation

alils 45,8

-y

oS oS il pgas slaby, 2 sl (b

Sl S g g sloolliws aslaiils goe LB slbcd, i
4,0l wsl . Placcido Base ¢ Tangential g4 5l a5 Jglae
Vogas o eled Ly a5 e ailais | (gl pgal
=2y B9 ay L it o SLedbl 5 0055 5o oo
sl sl 515 el 5 a3 (635 e ailate 395 co drlons
X VLY ¥ cla b b el 15,55 5 oYL ool |
S5 45 ailoads S5k o jls SMaards gy bz oS g4
99 .v.x_so; oloyl Sippics caseid glog)lspypeal jo
o8 s s ede a9 b S 5 STy ol
Lo dam a3 Culis g (il gl jl (a0 SLedbl a8
GAYL o il iy Gleaolliws L anslae jo aSaws oo
Jlos! o colas 31 g 4 b slaasls T eocul ls,e5
JB1 5 Dj08 aile 5 48598 ey LSSl s (A2
oolad U1 sla as s aslllas () o anil oo e sadir
ERC Y UPUNT I NI RN ST
5 Jrol s anslin joliie 4y (g ke Sladllas .0ys 5 ans i
B sleollimus L a8 5 oSl Lawgs 453 )10 9
G, bl ) ST ot alowl Slallas ol sus ol
5o P aiil e oSty sV (Repeatability and Producibility)

Y&


www.sid.ir

Sy 5 AlJE looliws aslin - 8 ol Lo, de 25

ddzie Slallae (o el a8 I &0 Sty g IS poas
sl Ll o oSy Lasgd oo aplne a8 culies
L 65 polie ojlgen Sigul gl g (Sl )l aloa i g,
a3l 5 L) LS 5 (e o3l
48 G5 o Sald s pSojluilys @St 5 Al (e ) (295
0,lgap AlJBE e axlllas viilon ju asllae cpl j0 .aioges (5155
s (LOAI5%= Y\ L5 —5Y) ols o\l |, (5,5 iams Cusless
5 Anayol aslllas ,o .05 olins olKiws g0 sloosls Soer
Lisgi 00t e 4B (655 o Culies polie | ol e
Logl G ollae (St 5951 05U 1 S o l5en alJS
30 4,8 (655 e Cualis 0 ddlllae S o ol odalice
el )l o a1 PRK o 5l oy (505055 ol Lo
alJB 50 asdllas ol o a5 wd awglae alJK 4 Ultra sonic (US)

7 Silosls olad

ol ;K0 oliws 9o b dslae jo I,y ad 3 5l (6,5 yian Culses
30 A Culs ‘H’Y'Qljl_io.m 9 Menassa asllao ;o Mals
Slalae plw b callbre a5 als Juol> sigulidgl 5 50S alLJE
a Ko 99 Oy yl.: éa.w)p.@ S9>9g L: Lo dxdlas B ML’Gz
el jsb 4 olfiws 93 cul 5l Gl ool sy o0 Sl 4 dee
045 oolaz|
QS"L'\J dl—l‘ m\...»)s O .Io}a).a uLC}Uol » 05)‘l.c olKws 99 U”‘
)‘ US)LM Oe—)9° QJSLo.C (o) .AUS‘_,’.Q @GP R ‘)
4\.\_»569 oolaiw! Gledb ub)ﬁi [SSYWRY) 6‘}‘ W )l (5».“5).1 )94
2l by s 4]y ate (L3 sbiiand Wl oo
o8 DS OCT g (oSLuy (el (ool 3T a5y (o) 2
Sl aggly 0550 40 5 allazily ceslin Siwsp a5 00l plx]
9 ;)9.,..._) LSt oo g_i: )| g}..4L> C.:L..: a ;)9..»69 Mﬁ“ 6;0‘&.5
. W e . el & . .
s le(oyp )3 305 Shge (SUS slaghsy 4 byl o
Ul x> 9 dsly 3590 )3 oliwd 50 G (Shases WS gen
wlie Goe g (ool 31 )0 S argly (A1 3929 b Al
a5l iS5 Gl g 00,5 1515 50T o2 o)lges oSy L
O2090 99 e Oy Ko 0555 3 ;S Ay BB g (o)
=z Jlesl o solad U1 Goe o)l alJE o Slae s
9 G’P Q}MGA DGt (ofo )L.x.c Phakic IOL 9 J..,)lj)nuT
WSy 5 Al o8 55 e |y (6 line (Kwpd | oo
Olg oo &S (g 5k 4 wilos,S 5138 elad 5U1 Gas dcwloe o
$ N0 daalllas ;o gi oolawl 5l lyie 4 byl

Yvy

LVl oolinnl and 8368 a4y SgSiie 9190 50 05,5 (55 Az
L oot asl)) adlas o tocul Soslhe paness alowg ¥
> =l 99 51 Ghed) slem A (- 398 slaaS s )
05 2Vl ax jo s g LIWEBFS o olRiws g0 33155 (aiges
el Jlasl s iz J515 53 505 50 drbns
5 S8 olie cnlply Col Jloy55 5 lodag Sl 51y g e ]
s Net Corneal Power i ;o ool wo ol Sialon
5 Stefane asllao ;o il o pto 4 3 530 81,59 g3
L oSy 0By (s i ot i (SS90 o Kon
o8 LS 1 L a8 o8 dylis (EYE SYS) Sayd siumnsdly
Gress,S T Sen g Ursell aslllae s .ol atusls 5l
o le—e yo pS=y jloas J—ol> Net Corneal Power 4
0L 5 jollazel Jul platals cloa s, 5 YUy puilafons]
O 6l lize BB (6,50 axdllas .ol ons 5,155 master
3 ) G (S 5 oSy L aLJE ;o Total Corneal Power
o=l adde Bans s el 0dgad 5,35 s 1) oS
o=l ao ailazals olBiws 90 anwlxe g, jo Sglas 1) GBS
ghw bl pSlin 5 (o8 mhaw ol p alJE &5 050
(S 33 Anayol .”..\;.;Sso Ao 1y 4,8 @ j08 als
oals ylis 1) olSws g0 40 4 8 O yud dwlbre o
Soacs Jols mls alie ' o, San 5 Wang adlas ;5. el
OIS sk a8 50 1, ol 5o (YL (Stuped Lo asllas
oS e Gl ]y gl lgioe & sk oS
o =l Lol 8l o o a8 (Sl ©j08 g
48 Ll )0 i g wBl e o 9590 Adien (LS (5 LS
21 Gl 8508 o ()Ll g sla >l JLis 4
L
WB 4 S35 lilomt o 4,3 0y08 T en Sl
Conventional g xSty lawgs |, wiog aid 5 |1 3 PRK Jos o
S ;0 A8 Woew ) 4o ol 4 9w, ,» TOpography
4 Sl S Sim K g Equivalent Keratometry Ready (EKR)
8 B o5 ey o slatel LB e S, e
.W.\.i}l.g S s oy p5 oyl >l >
5o aS Cewladd slo el o Sge 5l 48,8 Culxs
bl S Gz Wil 4z g 550 488 Gl slags Lo
O3 =1z Sl S peeat g et B L83 35
ol 3 il S 350 438 55 e i 385 e 6L
o il sloolSiiws jo ol dglie Gaalyy ook Sladlas o,


www.sid.ir

OFRF L) ¥ o )lets Y+ 0,90 —Liy (S jyreir alono

il e

& 4o

Ao Glei omed g ably S b ki 5ICCT sls oYL
p0lin o lean a L) 0505 colatwl olBiws g0 3l (3K el
dl—" o> 4591JJ dl—" 4_>5‘) (g.,\_w‘ o&; ‘_)‘)‘; ‘) 6).)&
oliws 95 0 45,8368 slo asli aila B8lyy 5 Siwspe
@ dxgi g adb oo dlezel B Sl a0 )lse doye A0 o Ladd
el 65950 Sl Gloazlis plo

&b

1- Kawamorita T, Uozato H. Reproducibility, and
agreement characteristics of rotating Scheimpflug
photography and scanning slit corneal topography for
corneal power measurement. / Cataract Refract Surg
2009;35:127-133.

2-  Oliveira CM, Ribeiro C, Franco S. Corneal imaging with
slit scanning and Scheimpflug imaging techniques:
Clin Exp Optom 2010;94:33-42.

3- International Organization for Standardization.
Accuracy (Trueness and Precision) of Measturement
Methods and Results. Partl. General Principles and
Definitions. Geneva, Switzerland, 1SO, 1994;(ISO 5725-
1)

4- Lackner B, Schmidinger G, Pieh'S, et al. Repeatability
and reproducibility of central corneal thickness
measurement with Pentacam, Orbscan and ultrasound.
Optom Vis 5ci 2005;82:892-899.

5-  De Sanctis U, Missolungi A, Mutani B, et al.
Reproducibility and repeatability of central corneal
thickness measurement in Keratoconus using the
rotating Scheimpflug camera and ultrasound
pachymetry. Am J Ophthalmol2007;144:712-718.

6- Saluti R, Nowroozzadeh MH, Zamani M, et al.
Comparison of anterior and posterior elevation map
measurement between 2 Scheimpflug imaging system. /
Cataract Refract Surg 2009;35: 856-862.

7- AramberriJ, Araiz L, Garcia A. Dual versus single
Scheimpflug camera for anterior segment analysis:
Precision and agreement. / Cataract Refract Surg
2012;38:1934-1949 Q 2012 ASCRS and ESCRS.

8- Nunez MX, Blanco C. Efficacy of Orbscan II and
Pentacam topographers by a repeatability analysis
when assessing elevation maps in candidates to
refractive surgery. Biomedica 2009;29:362-368.

9- Stefano VS, Melo Junior LA, Mallmann F.
Interchangeability between Placido disc and
Scheimpflug system: quantitative and qualitative
analysis. Arg Bras Oftalmol2010;73:363-366.

S 4 Cad (65 G (o8 BUI Gas polde alJE oo
30 e YL (S Vol)ls.o.m 5 Aramberri Mol asls
Lo anlllas ;o 030,51 Cows 4 (alad 5L Gas dwle ,o olKiws
S99 G’P u’.ia.w.:p.@ 9 »}5.:.; )LDLZJ.A oKiwo 99 U)‘ e ).a.:

s

5@5L~u oméjogobﬁﬁi&&éﬁ# Lcd.:JUa.a);)
a0 ol San 5 YilMazof aiil Sieses g alJE

250,55 oyl (S dliSie glaolliws o Sad o ojlal
S 310 lee el o olKiws g0 MBS playazgi b
Wl 00 00ls lis o Suod 5 abb sod jloline (5Ll
g ddly sad o JB L Random Error sgg oy oo ks 4
Ao s axdllas ol )0 digad Slaad a7 pl 4 d> g8 b i o0
slzel Julloa s Jools zuli ol 0541 canlin lalllas ylus

10- Symes R], Say M], Urcell PG. MD, FRCOphth.
Scheimpflug Keratometry versus conventional
automated Keratometry in routin cataract surgery. /
Cataract Refract Surg 2010;36:1107-1114.

11- Wang L, Mahmoud AM, Anderson BL, Koch DD,
Roberts CJ. Total corneal power estimation: Ray tracing
method versus Gaussian optics formula. Invest
Ophthalmol Vis 5ci 2011;52:1716-1722.

12- Anayol MA, Giiler E. Comparison of central corneal
thickness, thinnest corneal thickness, anterior chamber
depth, and simulated keratometry using galilei,
pentacam, and sirius device. Cornea 2014;33:582-586.

13- Wang Q, Savini G, Hoffer K]J, et al. A comprehensive
assessment of the precision and agreement of anterior
corneal power measurements obtained using 8 different
devices. PLoS One. 2012;7:e45607.

14- Falavarjani KG, Hashemi M, Joshaghani M, et al.
Determining corneal power using Pentacam after
myopic photorefractive keratectomy. Clin Experiment
Ophthimol2010;38:341-346.

15- Park SH, Choi SK, Lee D, et al. Corneal thickness
measurement using Orbscan, Pentacam, Galilei, and
ultrasound in normal and postfemtosecond laser in situ
keratomileusis eyes. Cornea 2012;31: 978-982.

16- O’Donnell C, Maldonado-Codina C. Agreement and
repeatability of central thickness measurement in
normal corneas using ultrasound pachymetry and the
Oculus Pentacam. Cornea 2005;24:920-924.

17- Jahadi Hosseini HR. Katbab A, Khalili MR, et al.
Comparison of corneal thickness measurements using
Galilei, HR Pentacam, and ultrasound. Cornea
2010;29:1091-1095.

18- Faramarzi A, Karimian F, Jafarinasab MR. Central
corneal thickness measurements after myopic
photorefractive keratectomy using Scheimpflug
imaging, scanning- slit topography, and ultrasonic
pachymetry / Cataract Refractive Surg2010;36:1543-
1549.

19- Nissen J, Hjortdal JO, Ehlers N, et al. A clinical

YA


www.sid.ir

Sy 5 AlJE looliws aslin - 8 ol Lo, de 25

20-

21-

Yva

comparison of optical and ultrasonic pachometry. Acta
Ophthalmol (Copenh) 1991;69:659-663.

Menassa N, Kaufmann C, Goggin M. Comparison and
reproducibility of corneal thickness and curvature
readings obtaine by the Galilei and the Orbscan II
analysis system. J Cataract Refract Surg2008;34:1742-
1747.

Kim SK. Kim HM, Song JS. Comparison of internal
anterior chamber diameter imaging modalities: 35-MHz
ultrasound biomicroscopy, Visante optical coherence
tomography,and Pentacam. / Refract Surg 2010;26:120-
126.

22-

23-

24-

Dinc UA, Uncle B, Gorgun E, et al. Assessment of
anterior chamber angle using Visante OCT, slit -lamp
OCT,and Pentacam. Eur J Ophthalmol 2010;20:531-537.
Saluti R, Mohammad H, Nowroozzadeh MH, et al.
Comparison of anterior chamber depth measurements
using Galilei, HR Pentacam, and Orbscan II.
Optometry 2010;81:35-39.

Yazici AT, Bozkurt E, Alagoz C, et al. Central corneal
thickness, anterior chamber depth, and pupil diameter
measurements using Visante OCT, Orbscan,and
Pentacam. J Refract Surg 2010;26:127-133.


www.sid.ir

