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ONE Use-Plus SBK

Sub Bowman’s Keratomileusis

1. Comparison with other Femtosecond lasers
IntraLase (AMO)
Femto LDV Da Vinci (Ziemer)
VisuMax (Zeiss)

2. Comparison with conventional microkeratomes




Comparison with IntraLase-SBK

Nb of Intended Flap

Surgeon flap thickness

eves Complications
y thickness

A. Wolfgang, 100.4 £ 13.6 _ _
287 100 Measured with online OCP
MD8)(2008) (57-138)

Guy Kezirian, 109 + 10
MD(2)(2006) (N/A-131)

S.A. 112.9+17.1
Updegraff, MD

(29(2007) (72 — 165)

Richard J. 102.64 + 9.6
Duffey, MD &

(2008) (83-123)

See more results in chapter §
In terms of visual outcomes, HOA and corneal hysteresis




One Use-Plus SBK vs IntraLase

. Lower costs -- Financially

. No maintenance costs

. No space consuming (IntraLase non compatible with excimer laser platform)
. Less servicing

. Faster turnaround

. No TLS, DLK, OBL, vertical gas breakthrough complications

. No bubbles at the interface: no waiting time to start excimer laser
procedure

. Less time consuming

. No problem of intraoperative visibility

. Less learning curve

. Longer time for IOP elevation with IntraLase




Comparison with Ziemer LDV

Surgeon

Theo Seller,
MD(9)(2008)

Nb of
eyes

200

Intended
flap
thickness

N/A

Flap
thickness

114 + 13
(91-135)

Complications

Strong adhesions (1%)
Failure of treatment (1%)

Jérome
Vryghem,
MD®Y(2008)

89.29 + 11.71
(70-125)

110.08 + 9.13
(69-135)

Mini flaps,

requiring manual cuts
Strong flap adhesions
3 microstriaes

1 epithelial ingrowth

P. Stodulka,
MD{19)(2008)

102 +9

Limbal bleeding (13.5%)
Stronger adhesion (1.5%)
Microstriae (0.5%)

Richard J.
Duffey, MD
(2008)

102.64 £ 9.6
(83-123)

None




Smoother stromal bed than Ziemer LDV

One Use-Plus SBK Femto LDV Da Vinci
James S. Lewis, MD®) P. Stodulka, MD(19)




Logistically:

Clinically:



Nb of Intended Flap

Surgeon flap thickness

eves Flap measurement
y thickness



Logistically:

Clinically:



4. Comparison with other microkeratomes



IEeEs Nb of Flap thickness
Surgeon flap eves Range
thickness y Mean = SD

OOO000 OO0



Only 1 surgeon reported SBK datas
with Zyoptix XP

See datas slide #22



One Use-Plus SBK vs Zyoptix XP



Surgeon

Nb of
eyes

Intended
flap
thickness

15t eye

2nd eye

Diff



One Use-Plus SBK vs Zyoptix XP

One Use-Plus SBK

Smoother stromal beds than XP



Suction time Range of suction time
Mean — SD (sec) (sec)

O

Surgeon Nb of eyes



Intended flap
Nb of

Keratome Surgeon thickness Intraoperative Postoperative

eyes complications complications
(um)



Head Nb of Flap
Surgeon size thickness Range Complications
eyes
(Hm) (Hm)



Head ND of Flap
' thickness Range Complications

SIZ eves
(um) &Y (um)

Surgeo



Head ) of Difference
Surgeon size 1st eye 2nd eye _
(um) €yes (microns)



Head :
Difference
Surgeon size Mo @ 15t eye 2nd eye _
(um) €Yyes (microns)



One Use-Plus SBK
VS.
others microkeratomes

MORIA with the One Use-Plus SBK: the only mechanical
microkeratome that can compete with femtosecond lasers



One Use-Plus SBK: the choice to do

... TECHNICALLY SPEAKING:

... CLINICALLY SPEAKING:



One Use-Plus SBK
Economical advantages

For your customers:

For you:



One Use-Plus SBK

BUT

Moria One Use- Plus SBK iIs the ideal solution
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