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[ Abstract] Artificial intelligence (AI) is the frontier of computer science. In recent years, Al has de-
veloped rapidly in many fields, and its research in ophthalmology is also increasing. The research of Al in cor-
neal related diseases mainly includes the early diagnosis and grading of keratoconus, preoperative evaluation of
corneal refractive surgery, prediction of surgical parameters, judgment of the classification and degree of infec-
tious keratitis, evaluation of reintervention after corneal transplantation, auxiliary detection of corneal nerve
endings in diabetic peripheral neuropathy, and screening of pterygium. Through the neural network, the
support vector machine, and the decision tree, the sensitivity and specificity of the model can reach more than
90%. Al can provide objective clinical decision-making for clinicians and precise clinical treatments for
patients. This article reviews the research of Al in corneal diseases in recent years.
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ANTHE G (artificial intelligence, Al) AL
GUSRRTIE R, HH R T IRAIUR AR
B MR 1956 4F, A TARE” X —
M McCarthy 251 76 52 SRR BRI — IR 22 R &
WCEE WP, S UGRIT T HLE LI BE 1 AH 5C 2
AR, H 2D 090 B S PR e o i 3 49 PR M
PR, R R AZ R T EOR R AUKE, AL —
BAERRE R P AR, Ak, BEE KBRS &
J& | TSR RERY B35 R T SR W5 T B i T
&, ALBIWFSEE BT RTFTARA IR AETE , 75 B2 9
SR H 352, RIS e ED AT 5
FHI TR Rl 5 T MR B — LB 112 Wy 3 SO T 4%
PR AR A, BT AL S {CTEWE R s B0 000 J5 i 78 |
CAEVERREARTE | R R T OIS IR B WLBOR 1k
MR BT FE A A T3z 7 LA R IR S 0 4
WA E R T, A ZWEFOR AT R T B 4
SN FEDCTA | MR | AR A L 3
RBETTI, A SORE X AT 76 £A ISR 56 500 4038 1Y)
NBESE BEAT ik, LA Al PR T AR $R b5 =

1 AIRBIEHE

AT f ) o 55 RO o . B o L
RERVAL B AT A R A 0 B0 o 5 % i v AR
PEREFING B A R R EE, LRl
(machine learning, ML) 75 %% F % % 4 0 45 ¥ {1k %
i, G T R A DG AR, AR S A R i 4D
A, EIERE, WE%>) (deep leamning, DL)
BRI PR RS rh RO R B DX R AT 20 ) B
Horp MR U BN AL S L BR B S Gt . IR AN 5
R K AR T A T 0 R Ak AR T R/ B =0

XTI B R RV E LN, B S 4 A [
B, IR AL 2 DS RS . — 40
B, 55— NGRS e B 4 . U2k
Hn TR, S0 uEEs 58 1 T 8l 2 40k
P Al , R S TR RE . H
B R o D7 LA B R | S SURIRTE J A 280k
Horb s U TEEE S IZ ], Ak G R R A it
/N A SO A

BRIPP SR PG E R B | RS | ERRE | K
R AR Z I ERAERE (receiver operating
characteristic, ROC) £k K i 2k F i AR (‘area under
the curve, AUC), ROC HHZ AR 5 A R B9 — 432877 =
(P FHEBRE ), DIE MR (REJE) 9k
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bR BREATESR (1T-Fp5 ) MR AR bn 2 il A9 2
AR HBAE T o3 PR PERE RO IRBIBE Ty, [RIIE Al %
PR e LA A R RS g PR REREAT LA, 1 T AUC A
oYK B S AE B LGB, PR I e i ML AR
orRUERE IR AR S, VAT RILE 0.5~ 1 Z 1],
AUC HBRHZT 1 FR7m AL Y T P R B AT

2 Al EZX

ML f BRI E GE R ML BRI DL Bk, 155
Y ML B R im R L R s e A, F8a
FEANERNE | BT CFFE L (support vector
machine, SVM) . PRI K BENLARARSE S0, @ A
W RRBIMZE [ 2%, DL 53k 32 2R ] 2 1 1A 4 4R
(PG, USRS ), T S R A R 22 1 4%
BN, FEAFEANTMHZEME (artificial neural net-
work, ANN) . #& FL# 2 ® 4% ( convolutional neural
network, CNN) #l 3 2 W 2% ( recurrent neural
network, RNN), HARESM ML BB ER A, H
TREEAIZ 4502 H AT AL DFE A )

3 Al EHEHE X ERIUSEI N AR

3.1 E#RAEREISERER

I3 7 522 A AR MBS v o 550 55 v e 5 A8 9 )
TS HE IR 58 O AR A — B0 ARG, AT 36k ol e 2 AN L
WHOCF R I, RS E TR, L8
WL 1/2000~1/500, ZFHHEM KR, H
0 B I8 0 O B I AT T 9T, R e A7
JE, YERRBCUF ORI Sy, SR [ AR S A B 0TS IR
VR , PPA A i v 75 4 T 43 BT AR S b O PR A A
AW 1 RAE, BT A BB KX (EyeSys System
2000, Tomey, Orbscan, Pentacam) Fl HR A 17 )% # A
TWOUZ AR A AL LB AT Sk (5 HE f A 5L 412 Ik B
JyUeR o HHT, A SCERRE N SVM, PR
CNN, Z 2 A 25 1 22 M 4% (multi-layer perception
neutral network, MLPNN) J i {5t # 28 W 4% ( feed
forward neural network, FNN) 258k, Al AL A
XTI HE FA A T AT (3R 1) 10,

R[5 A RS AL T 5 3 007 A 5 3t I 1
PEIEAT PR 8N 2, 5 1 501 [0 50 A 5 At £
M5, ABEOL . HOUARE MM BB, 1997
4, Smolek %> [ FH it £ 90 465 35 e 37 A R (5 A Ay
BESEAT I A A2, IZBFTEHE 300 13210 1) TMS- 1



L3 REAE FA BEAR S B SR A 1oz 52

F 1 MM AL IS

A . FgRE AR , LN ; AR
o TR et sn M TN e me
2020  Kuol ] TMS-4 326 [BHEMMELG, EWXTERA / VGG16 0.931  0.917 0. 944
Inception 0.931 0.917  0.944
V3 0.958 0.944  0.972
2019  Kamiyal'?!  CASIA 304 T~ IVERIRISEMMREA, EH X HRA / ResNetl52 / 1.000  0.984
2019 Lavric!'®) Pentacam 1350 [RHEMARAL, 1EHE X B /  CNN 0.993 / /
2019 Issartil!®)  Pentacam 838 PEEIMEMMEA, WEEEMEMBEAL, EW / FNN 0.966 0.956  0.978
Xt e
2018 Yousefil?®)  CASIA 3156 I~ VORISR, 1E 5 B2 4204 FEMEE ML / 0.977  0.941
2017  Hidalgo!?"!  Pentacam 135 [EHEMARAL, MBRJECARIFH, IEH X A 224~ CNN 0.989  0.991  0.985
2016  Hidalgo!?2)  Pentacam 860  [PUMEMMBELH, WIHKAPIHEM A, EWX 254 SVM 0.989  0.991 /
A
2016  Kovacs/®!  Pentacam 135 RV A AL, SRON R HE S, IEW XS 154 MLPNN 0.99  0.90 0.90
MR 1.00 0.95
2013 Smadjal®)  Gailei 372 IAMEMBEAL, WAk AR AR R AL, EE T 550 DR / 0.995 1.00
a4
2012 Arbelaez[ ) Sirius 3502 [RIAESRREA, e T [ A R RS, AR R DG 74 SVM 0.982 0.95 0.993
ARJGAL, 1EF XA
2010 Souzal?® Orbscan II 318 [BSEMMEA, MBEDEAREH, EWXTIRA / SVM 0.99  1.00 1.00
MLPNN 0.99  1.00 1.00
RBFNN 0.99  0.98 0.98
2005  Twa ") Keratron 244 MMM, IEH XA /o VSRR 0.93  0.93 0.92
2002 Accardo'®!  EyeSys 396 BAHEMBLL, 1EH R4 9/~ CNN 0.967 0.976  0.941
1997 Smolek!?!  TMS-1 300 FEHEAMELE, T EERIHE M AL 101 CNN 1.0 1.00 1.00

Al; NTARE; AUC: MR FAL; CNN. BRMIZML, FNN. B2 mgs; ML, PLEss>); SVM. ScfkmfEbl; MLPNN. ZJ2ECH882 M

4 ; RBFNN. 12 [ 5 pR M 22 M 4%

71 IS b T PETASURG: A K505 1 140 43 S I R B0 4R Rk 45
PRE, WA HIE BIALW 10 S 80m ABAL, [
P50 AL BERY SR AT R4 f BRI T, i s oAy
(R A7 RS . T B B o A S LA, 25 R s AT S A
ARG RE | SRR AR 5 B 25K 1009% , 0T 5T ik 52
A 285 3 Ao b TR B AR R AN (B, I
Ok, BHE I LRI AR AR & Sk, £
FhAL AR 2% 2] 70 25 4% (machine learning classification ,
MLC) 44y iR, Hidalgo Z02) J T Pentacam £ HHE
TEEULR) 22 2%k, fdTH SVM 37 #5580 DR 5] 4
FANRE PR HE AR A IRHOE . AR AR E K&
TR, JE T A8 SCRAIE A A R AY (4 AR B R
88.8%, ALV ¥ R B N 89.0%, %5 FEH
95.2% , SRR Tt A 5 o Ay B U R AR, R
BEEALN 37. 3%, A3 B I IR Ry 7 [BR]: £ JoE 5
TEH R TR] Y £ T b T2 16 2 508 o1 i A K
Kovacs 5517 R A28 2% 1544 4 MLC, 3@ 3 43047 30
510 X400 TERT 7 B 15 051 S0 [ £ £ R 5 30 491 1 R X6

MR EH , JE T U E i 22 7 28k, IX A ETE
S T b 1 s 7R (R B A AR, R A
JE R S BE 2R 90% , AUC 4 0.96, Souza 212 i
JH Obscan 11 {75 231 22 G 088 %) A [R] 25 AU ) MLC,
f35 SVM . MLPNN J¢ 4% [n] F pg £ #h 28 N 2% (radial
basis function neutral network, RBFNN) J&ﬁ?{ﬂ”ﬁt, H
AUC 4351 7 0.99, 0.99, 0.98, 47 3 R A1
MLC ¥ HA B r 2k BE

SRIMAE_LARHLES 2= T WF5E S AT (4 58 1
Tl IR B AR A TR B e bR, AU TAEREEA
AT W RS . Kuo 25110 5L £ I U 1K IZ
FIFH VGG 16, InceptionV3 & ResNet 152 5 ik A4 g 4
R DA o35 HE AR IS At A RS, S5 5 R 30 3
R R | DO SRR S A 90%
DL L, Horf ResNet 152 4 2 i 158 B M fig i {F, AUC
}0.955, HERIEE N 95.8%, REUEN 94.4%, %
FER 97. 2%, UitBH DL 38 3 F 5 0% G A T (8 4 A
I P 7 A LA 35 0 E B L Kamiya 2517 ) B DL
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L A SR FPEAL CASIA 31 45 IR 57 BOG# 4
T+ W J2 H 45 1 ( anterior segment-optical coherence
tomography, AS-OCT) FR1SMYHETE R MK | Fif5
PR B R IR R R R R, AR
Ameler-Krumeich 48 % [B 4 /) B i 1753 9%, WEoTdt
I 304 FUBAE FA AR IR (T 2% 108 HUR ., 11 4% 75
HIR, Mgk 42 HIR, V& 79 HIR) , iZ&ET X 57 [
HE IR LR AR R AR RE O 99. 1%, XoF B £ £ Ji 7y
DA UERA Ly 87. 4% , AHIZAHY X 53 W 10 B3] 41 £ JiE
(L, W, Vg R BERAR, 2 aTaES As-
OCT MR AE L, I, IV 2 [0 4 A 52 1] i = it Y
RIAK,
3.2 FAEREXAEHERARBRRITEM

FEE T ARAE M IER Tk 2z —, CR
KB 22 4 e AN IE R e a2, e I MR 18 4 36
B, MEEOETARBE B ER, it &
JESETARMERE, #AATTIHIAER KA, RATIRE
BT L BB e 0 A U6 T AR AR A4S
B, WA RE N R IE AT SRS
(A4S 5 AR HT AR 5 JEOCIRE R SR ), SRR FL
B A X DA ]I 2% B BT A A ek (] AR R PG 2R, TR g A
SEPRER R, TR A AR O A SRR RCR AR O 12
SE BB

FI T E A A |0 A A 5 IR A | RS P A 2k
KA 5K = KU ARE ) AT BF5E, Saad %7 5 F
AR Obscan f i HTE AR S50, 0 FH 2t 00 i At
A A A BRI E AR S Ak A R sk g B, LR B
R 92% , RS R 93% , (A% R H AN [
Fije N BE B LR 5 Bl 98. 1%, R B FEAL R
70. 8%, M HRBUE TR IER, FES5HEA
FEAY 1 BE 00 & M1 96, Lopes 2513 3L F R a3 1)
Pentacam ff b IE K11 S5k , W Bl AL AR MR
BRL, N JEDEAR G F AR E 21 2980 HUHR £ Y
SRE 71 FUR R R4k £ B2 182 MR, 3B 54 A6
FFREED ok 20 (B A JIRE2H SR BHURE X590 100% 14 5 Y 5
SCH Pentacam FEHLAR KSR HOBIRL, #IRIAY AUC, R
B RS N 0.992, 94.2% ., 98.8%, T
Pentacam Z 4t "1 1) Belin/ Ambrosio £ B 47 5 i A 455
e, SRINT, A 2 FHLaRE > RERY A AL 2 B T A 5
BRI ZSHL, 20 T ANRACRRE . Yoo 55 R 5
MRl &R > LB — RIS RHUAT fA
JECF AR B HE BATARFIEAL , AR R ir
FRARWE | PR . SEROREE . BRIEAL . IR ok
SRS AN R AT 2 ), LAGA BIR AL R
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B ARG LS, 45 R R KA — A
EMEREE AR, L AUC, MERRSE . REUE . RER
R 0.983, 94.3% . 94.5% . 92.5%,

WA, F IR AR S5 R K Al aR R 5 e T AR L
R E M E R, AR AR TR T S8
(Nomogram) MJBE B A BEE R L, KEETIRAE
Bt e 2042 14T LY R R MLPNN 83k, i A B0 48
PRl sl aE it . IR, BRIRBL . SR ROBREE . BREL .
FEGE . BOGH 7 55 A 2 S 80, 2% Nomogram T il
BERL, O ML RS 50 IR & Z b AT I E, 45 R B
KL RAS ML A Z 2L % %5, B
TEA R BN A 77 i ML 2108 T ils R % 4, ML
25 i R R H AR5 19 S5 RO B £ 1) S - 0. 09+
0. 024 f1-0.23+0. 021, A Ui Nomogram Tl i #5 %1 H.
AR APERE , SRR T R T A B O B A i
AT i ik — 2L Bk
3.3 H{ttfREME X R AR

SRR A IEE A 5 RS 1Y AR B TR e T I BOE Y 2
LFEH, HFEEWREREENE, SRR, W
J 22U i AR IR A2 B 0 B bR, AR a2 B 7R
(¥ BH Pk S HOR AR, 2492 33% ~ 80% ), Saini
SEUTURIH ANN Bk MARIERHEE . 2 51E
KN K5tz e 5 SR SRR b LI GRB i) | 8521 &
U2 2% 73 S I HE B2 90. 7%, WY A T 1l IR
P A= T A R B 62. 8%, AHLIZ B 9T (9 I 5 B A 4
A 2 vh s B AT T OB e R AT
BRI SRR IE LA PR BE . eAh, AT ATSE 5
SVM 5 B 2 Bt & il 5 ¥ (line segment detector,
LSD) i AlexNet 5 VGGNet ¥4 g R 1 3H 5 1 58 45
BB RGO B 22 KR, DU B2 W R
e R HLR A AR B, 2018 4F, Wu U8 R K A 3
R #E — #E i #E 2 (adaptive robust binary pattern,
ARBP) 5 SVM 455 DLX 73 IEH 1 A 22 2T 4 5
RG22, ARBP JH T3 IR R v i 2 245
fiE, SVM HFsr2bik 5 K R, WF5E kA LSD K
R AN o A 9 AN A TN R e I =i
R, HAEME R 99. 7% . ZBE5E I 2850 4 40
AL 400 5K, 2019 4R REEA R 2 1213 5%, Jf
FIH] AlexNet Fl VGGNet #4 @A A I R R F s 55
JE 5350k 1009 1 99. 8%

M ZE N A (Descemet’s membrane
endothelial keratoplasty, DMEK) & H RiiAYY P JZ
WA A EEAR R S0, A R A3 I 5 0 JE RN B 4
2, ARG IRERA R A5 A AT SR B 0E B A URAS, WK
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SRR, PARBCR R, ARJ5HE RO & A R B,
EAE R B AT WO SE, R AR R AT
T D 2 A TS DA RAIE TR R B 38 i PR 1 A4 T 1 1)
—TRPRIK . Treder 55141 BT WA DMEK RJ5 AS-
OCT HYZRIL, A DL VLI SRR [ 245 M AE
BRI, MBI A ERG . RBUE | RERE A
M 96% . 98% . 94% ., [AJ4F, Hayashi 254 3L F i 57
2SS R AR (RIAR B 79 3 L A AL P04 mm
WHE W), FIH VGG19 47 BRI 2k, 2 ik I
AUC, R B, F5 5 % 70 %l o 0.964, 96.7% .
91.5%, RS T B R RA — 2 8 X,

seAh, BETILRE DB A, A AL A 3R
I f AR 2R e 4TI T e R R P 2 A Y B
WSW ) Li S R AL ZEBRUN A IR 2 27
PR W N SO DT 5 N TR 45 2R A
ARAFH)—3E, Ry, BTy B AE, Ao
HFIFH SVM, ANN Jz CNN Bk g sr i w] [ 3)
PR BRI 5 1E 5 ANHE, Dk DT s £ 2
BRI TR

4 HI=SHkE

AT 5l PR B H i il S B 35 4 4 R (8 4
A BTN 8 — Gy — 5 AT 22 Ak R T LR T
T3, RGP E IR 53 PCAS B9 TR A 5 5 — T3 Tl ] e A
BRIV A, N ZBENRAE,; Ah, AT ER
o RGN ) 8 0P RV S BE 84 s R SR A B2
ALTES AR SE BN ) 2405 A ¥ L, Hoad it 3
BRI Za o, BB ARG, A
By P2 r R R AL . REHERC A EAR, RS EAL
PRI 127 B K 2 Al

SR, FURT AT 7 £ 1R 55 M 4003 Fry 187 A7) T
g Z Bk, E5E, mTez AR E SRk
L4y, AR MERE AT A O 50 45 R BEAT R ) He g
U, TR BT, e PR 1 A e LA e DA 3R B PR £
PRI PMA R, ORI A G252k
R AR TSR, DR RS SR AT T 50
AOAENIS W, BRI PR IS AR 25 5 S P DLt — 2
Bk BRJE, AT RCAL A S R AROH w5 ek ALK
HgREdE, hT AR ARSZ, KR ES
Bk = gi—1t, RIRERN AL KR AYPERE

5 NG

Zi b, AUAVEN—Fh FORB R REAL B ) i

JTERITT AL BB B AE AR 2 S A R VA
HAEMRBERIBTIE H 4558 22 0 AT AE ) B G20 9 ik
AT G A5 [ A A T LS00 02 T B o . A
JEOE T AR A B AR S BRI | U A R
(70 26 T R JEE 4 W | A T AR AR i 8 AR A
LA B8 I B Jd BT o 22 2 R Il 2 A AR 114 Az D0
AR E AR A, 2R R LA S SVM | Bk
HM . CNN A% REAL Y RBUE FRR 5 B 2 3K 909%
PAE o BAR AT 7E A AL A 8 5 T AT Tl — E Bk
(G S 2 AR SR 20 WL A e PR DR 3R Ol 8 P g
HERIR YT 588 BLal . R, ATFER PSR A T 1
(9 5 ERIT S, A AR AR 5GP o U B A K 10 4 Jé
(-

fEETM: KT AT EAK, BREAL; FEAT
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