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Sooecoecoscoscoscoscoscoscoecoecceccs Cells were few. In the postoperative 3 months group, receptor sclera collagen were still not dam—

cells were infiltrated. However, in the corresponding region of control group, the inflammatory

aged ,and the fusion zone of the reinforcement strip and receptor sclera had obvious hyperplasia of connective tissue. And in the corre—
sponding region of control group,the inflammatory cells were few. At the postoperative 1 month,2 months and 3 months, the expression of
bFGF in the reinforced area were higher than that in the corresponding area of control eyes,the differences were statistically significant( ¢
=2.598,1.989,5.092; P =0.027,0.048,0.001) . Conclusion In the posterior sclera reinforcement applications, allogenic acellular
dermal matrix has good biocompatibility. The increased expression of bFGF may be associated with allograft acellular dermal matrix rein—

forcement effect on the rabbit”scleral.
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Figure 2 Tissue pathological sections of reinforcement area after operation( HE, x200) . A: 1 month; B: 2 months; C: 3 months A J&5 Jin[# X 2H 215
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Table 1 Comparison of bFGF content in reinforcement area
corresponding sclera of experimental group and correspon—

ding area of control group (xxs)

Time Experimental group Control group t P

1 month 0.251 £0.021 0.223 £0.016 2.598 0.027
2 months 0.268 £0.019 0.245 £0.023 1.989 0.048
3 months 0.283 +0.017 0.220 £0.019 5.092  0.001
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