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Abstract:

Background:

To evaluate the therapeutic effects of corneal collagen cross-linking CXL as an adjuvant to standard antimicrobial agents in the treatment of
bacterial keratitis when compared to treatment with antimicrobial agents alone.

Methods:

This prospective comparative interventional study included 20 eyes of 20 patients with clinical and laboratory evidence of bacterial keratitis who
attended the Outpatient Cornea Unit, Ophthalmology Department, Faculty of Medicine in Assiut University Hospital, Assiut, between January

2019 and December 2020.Patients were divided into two groups: group A, treated with CXL using the Dresden Protocol at the EL-Nour Eye
Centre, and group B treated with antibiotics alone.

Results:

Group A had ten patients in the age range of 20-80 years (mean age 49.2 years), while that of group B (ten patients) was 19 -70 years (mean age
47.3 years).

The ulcer sizes started to decrease significantly from week 2 in group A to week 3 in group B. The epithelization time was significantly different
between the two treatment groups as reepithelization in 60% of group A cases started at week two, while it began at week three in group B. There
was no significant difference in the V/A between the two groups after treatment.

Conclusion:

CXL as an adjunct to topical antimicrobial treatment was more effective in treating bacterial keratitis than conventional antimicrobial therapy
alone, as it led to shorter recovery times due to more rapid ulcer healing, resolution of infiltration, and faster symptomatic relief in patients. Despite

CXL promoted the ulcer to heal quickly, there was no significant change in V/A before and after CXL or between the CXL with antimicrobial or
antimicrobial therapy alone .
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mation and tissue destruction [2, 3]. Risk factors include
contact lens use, recent ocular operation, ocular trauma, pre-
existing ocular surface disease, dry eye, lid deformity,

Microbial keratitis also referred to as the infectious corneal
ulcer, is potentially blinding corneal eye disease that has the

risk of developing into severe visual deterioration if not treated
early [1]. It occurs because of proliferation of bacteria, viruses,
fungi, or parasites within the corneal tissue, leading to inflam-
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sensational corneal dysfunction, and prolonged use of topical
steroids or systemic immunosuppression [4 - 6].

The ideal management of microbial keratitis is a challenge
and a topic of ongoing research. Topical broad-spectrum
antibiotics [7], topical steroids [8], and amniotic membrane
transplantation [9] have been used to eliminate the infection or
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decrease the inflammatory response of the cornea. However,
antimicrobial treatments are subject to microorganism
sensitivity and resistance [10, 11].

Corneal collagen cross-linking (CXL) is a technique that
changes the collagen matrix of the corneal stroma by creating
riboflavin ultraviolet A (UVA)-induced cross-links. The
process is based on riboflavin as a photosensitizer, which,
when triggered by UVA at 365 or 370 nm, generates reactive
oxygen species, giving rise to cross-links in the corneal stroma.
It is used to treat corneal ectasia in progressive keratoconus and
pellucid marginal degeneration, as well as post-refractive
surgery ectasia [12, 13].

Recent studies suggest that CXL may also be helpful in
non-metabolic corneal disorders, especially corneal edema, as
cross-linking creates a compact stroma with less space for fluid
accumulation [14, 15]. Its application in bacterial keratitis is
due to altered collagen properties caused by photoactivated
riboflavin, which stabilizes the corneal stroma by stiffening it
and increases its resistance to enzymatic degradation caused by
microorganisms, which stops the progression of corneal
melting [16, 17]. When illuminated, riboflavin exhibits
antimicrobial properties because it causes the oxidation of
nucleic acids of microorganisms [18]. Thus, CXL can be
considered an antimicrobial treatment not subject to
microorganism sensitivity or resistance and has the benefit of
halting the enzymatic melting process [19].

This prospective comparative interventional study aimed to
evaluate the therapeutic effects of corneal CXL as an adjuvant
to standard antimicrobial agents in the treatment of bacterial
keratitis when compared to treatment with antimicrobial agents
alone. We compared the rate of reduction of ulcer size and
resolution of infiltration, as well as improvement in visual
acuity and symptomatic relief.

2. MATERIALS AND METHODS

2.1. Study Design

This study included 20 eyes of 20 patients with clinical and
laboratory evidence of bacterial keratitis who attended the
Outpatient Cornea Unit, Ophthalmology Department, Faculty
of Medicine in Assiut University Hospital, Assiut, between
January 2019 and December 2020. Assuit University's
Institutional Review Board and Ethics Committee approved
this study, which followed the Declaration of Helsinki's
principles. Each patient was informed about the nature of the
study, CXL details, its intra and postoperative complications
and prognosis. A written informed consent was obtained from
each patient enrolled in the study.

A detailed history was recorded, and a complete eye
examination, including visual acuity V/A measurement and slit
lamp biomicroscope, was performed for each patient. Corneal
ulcer size was measured by a special caliper . Ulcer location,
time of onset, depth and margin of infiltration, possible
associated complications, and treatment were recorded.

Patients with a corneal thickness less than 400 pum
(measured by Ant. Segment OCT), corneal perforation or scar,
coexisting ocular pathology or ocular surface disease,
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autoimmune or collagen vascular disease, or pregnant women
were excluded from the study.

Ulcer size between 2 to 7 mm was included in the study as
ulcer less than 2 mm was amenable to healing and more than
7mm was extensive ulcer.

After obtaining patients' consent to surgery, we divided
them into two groups as masked randomization:

Group A: Ten eyes of 10 patients were treated with CXL
in addition to standard antimicrobial treatment.

Group B: Ten eyes of 10 patients were treated with
standard antimicrobial treatment only. One author examined
and followed up all patients.

2.2. Methods

Standard antimicrobial therapy was started as monotherapy
in both treatment groups with fourth-generation
fluoroquinolone (Vigamox, Alcon Laboratories, Inc., Fort
Worth, TX, USA) eye drops that were administered each hour
per day, and subsequently modified based on clinical response,
as well as culture and antibiotic sensitivity results.
Cyclopentolate hydrochloride ophthalmic solution (1%;
Swixolate) was administered three times daily.

2.2.1. Surgical Technique of CXL in Group A

All procedures were performed at the EL-Nour Eye Centre,
Assiut, by Professor Mohamed Saad Abd-Elrahman, between
January 2019 and December 2020. The standard Dresden
protocol was used. First, the cornea was anaesthetized with
topical tetracaine (0.1%) twice, with an interval of 5 min, just
before the procedure. Eyelashes were isolated using a drape
and a speculum. An 8-mm zone of the corneal epithelium,
including all microbial infiltrates, was removed using a thin
blunt metal (Hockey knife), and 0.1% riboflavin in 20%
dextran 500 ophthalmic solution (MEDIOCROSSTM Medio-
Haus Medizinprodukte GmbH, Behrens brook 6, D-24214
Neudorf) was administered every three min for 30 min. The
cornea was then exposed to UV-A rays (365 nm) in an optical
zone of 8 mm for 30 min with an irradiance of 3 mW/cm2
(UV-XTM; Peschke Meditrade, Cham, Switzerland). During
the procedure, the cornea was moistened with 0.1% riboflavin
and tetracaine. After irradiation, a therapeutic soft contact lens
was placed for 4 days. All patients received topical antibiotics
and artificial tear drops until epithelial healing was observed.

After treatment with CXL, the patients were examined
daily in the first week and then weekly for up to 4 weeks to
evaluate response to treatment, re-epithelialization, and time
taken to resolve stromal infiltrate. The treatment was
considered successful if rapid epithelialization occurred with
decreased stromal infiltration within 2 weeks of CXL. If there
were no signs of improvement, or the ulcer worsened after 4
weeks, the treatment was considered a failure.

2.3. Follow Up

Follow-up appointments for group A were scheduled daily
in the first week and then weekly for up to 4 weeks, while
those for group B were scheduled weekly for up to 4 weeks.

Our primary outcome measures were reduction in ulcer
size (reduction of 20 percentage of ulcer size was consider
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significant) and resolution of infiltration. The time taken for
complete epithelialization, improvement of V/A, and relief of
symptoms were the secondary outcome measures.

Assessment of the efficacy of treatment in both groups was
done by using:

(1) Photography before the treatment began and then at
each weekly follow-up appointment, for up to 4 weeks.

(2) Recording signs of improvement (V/A; ulcer: decrease
in size and infiltration, epithelization, and increased
vascularization).

(3) Assessment of relief of symptoms (pain, redness,
lacrimation, and photophobia).

This prospective comparative interventional study was
performed in accordance with the tenets of the Declaration of
Helsinki and was reviewed and approved by the Assiut
University Institutional Review Board. Written informed
consent was obtained from all patients before enrollment in the
study, following a discussion about the nature of the study and
the risks and benefits of participation.

2.4. Statistics
2.4.1. Software

e Data analysis was performed using R (version
3.6.1;2019-07-05).

2.4.2. Analytical Statistics

e  All categorical variables were expressed as count and
percent.

o The tests were performed after the normality was
tested with the Shapiro-Wilk normality test, so the
numerical data that were not normally distributed were
expressed as median and interquartile range (IQR), and
the data that were normally distributed were expressed
as mean and standard deviation (SD). P-values < - 0.05
were considered significant with a 95% confidence
interval.
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e V/A, ulcer size, and infiltration were described as
median and interquartile range (IQR) and compared
between the two treatments using the Kruskal-Wallis
rank-sum test and Dunn’s multiple comparisons test.
The ulcer sizes, before and at the one-week interval
after treatment, were expressed as mean and SD
compared between two treatments using the Welch
two-sample t-test. All categorical variables were
compared with the Fisher exact test.

3. RESULTS

3.1. Descriptive Analysis of the Study Groups

Group A had ten patients in the age range of 20-80 years
(mean age 49.2 years), while the age of group B (ten patients)
was 19 -70 years (mean age 47.3 years). Of all participants,
40% were female. The left eye was infected in 70% of patients.
The causative bacteria were Staphylococcus aureus in 35% of
cases, Pseudomonas in 30%, Streptococcus in 30%, and
Staphylococcus epidermidis in the remaining cases. For both
groups, the infection site was paracentral in 50% of the eyes,
central in 40%, and peripheral in 10%.” The mean ulcer size in
both groups was 5.4. The median of infiltration in group A was
0.5, and that in group B was 0.4. The median V/A before
therapy in group A was 1.8. and that in group B was 1.6. There
were no significant differences between the two pre-treatment
groups (P >0.05 from all descriptive variables).

3.2. Results Analysis of the Study Groups
3.2.1. Ulcer size

The ulcer sizes started to decrease significantly from week
2 in group A to week 3 in group B. At the first, second-, and
third-week intervals, the ulcer size in group A was significantly
smaller than that in group B (P = 0.006, 0.004, and 0.002,
respectively) (Table 1, Fig. 1). Reduction of 20 percentage of
ulcer size was considered significant.

3.2.2. V/A

No significant difference in V/A was noted between the
two groups after treatment (Figs. 2 and 3).

Table 1. Comparison of the follow-up parameters between the two study groups.

Results Group A Group B To:al n P-value
(%)
V/A after treatment 1.5 1.4 0.759
(Median, IQR) (1.3to0 1.5) (1.1t0 1.7)
Ulcer size after week 1 3.0 5.1 0.006
(Mean, SD) (1.6) (1.4)
Ulcer size after week 2 0.0 4.5 0.004
(Median, IQR) (0.0 to 1.0) (4.0t0 5.0)
Ulcer size after week 3 0.0 4.0 8(40% 0.002
(Median, IQR) (0.0 to 0.0) (3.0 to 4.0)
Ulcer size after week 4 0.0 0.0 12(60%) 0.284
(Median, IQR) (0.0 to 0.0) (0.0 to 3.8)
Epithelization 0.001
Not Yet 2(20.0) 4(40.0) 6 (30%)
w2 6 (60.0) 0(0.0) 6 (30%)
w3 2 (20.0) 0(0.0) 2 (10%)
W4 0(0.0) 6(60.0) 6 (30%)
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Table 1) contd.....
Outcome 0.628
Improvement 8(80.0) 6 (60.0) 14 (70%)
No Improvement 2(20.0) 4(40.0) 6 (30%)

All P-values of the categorical variables were based on the Fisher exact test.

All P-values of numerical variables were based on the Kruskal-Wallis rank-sum test.

Except for the ulcer size after week 1, P-value was based on the Welch two-sample test.
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3.2.3. Ulcer epithelization time the two treatment groups as reepithelization in 60% of group A
cases started at week two, while it began at week three in group
B (P =10.001) (Figs. 4 and 5).

The epithelization time was significantly different between

Fig. (4). Paracentral corneal ulcer before treatment (left), 3 weeks after treatment with CXL+ Antimicrobials (right) show almost complete healing of
ulcer.

Fig. (5). Central corneal ulcer before treatment (left), 3 weeks after treatment with Antimicrobials alone (right) show almost complete healing of
ulcer.
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Progression-free survival curve analysis revealed that
improvement of signs and symptoms in 50% of cases occurred
after 2 weeks in group A and after 4 weeks in group B (P =
0.014) (Fig. 6).

4. DISCUSSION

Infectious keratitis, with an estimated incidence of 1.4
million cases per year, can lead to ulceration, corneal melting,
and perforation, causing permanent visual loss if left untreated
[20, 21]. Although broad-spectrum and fortified antibiotics
remain the primary treatment for bacterial keratitis,
antimicrobial resistance, and the lack of new antimicrobial
drugs are emerging problem [22, 23]. Antimicrobial resistance
and the lack of new antimicrobial drugs is an emerging
problem that can potentially have adverse effects, such as
ulceration, corneal melting, and perforation, causing permanent
visual loss [24, 25]. Recent studies suggest that CXL may have
applications in the treatment of bacterial corneal ulcers, owing
to its ability to halt corneal melting and the antimicrobial
properties of photoactivated riboflavin [26, 27]. This study was
conducted to determine whether riboflavin/UV-A corneal CXL
in conjunction with standard antimicrobial agents was more
effective in treating bacterial keratitis than treatment with
antimicrobial agents alone.

Of a total of 20 eyes that were treated in the course of this
study, we noticed that the ulcer sizes in the eyes that received
CXL were significantly lower at the first, second, and third
week intervals when compared to those who received
antimicrobial treatment alone. The time taken for complete
epithelialization in 60% of the cases was almost double in
patients who received antimicrobial treatment alone compared

Antibiotic only ~+-

CXL + Antibiotic

to those who received CXL with antimicrobial.

Improvement, in 50% of the cases, occurred in two weeks
in patients treated with CXL, while it occurred in four weeks in
those who received antimicrobial treatment alone. Iseli et al.
[28] first used CXL for treating infectious keratitis in 2008 and
reported a halt of the corneal melting process and a decrease in
infiltration size in 4 of 5 patients. Spoerl et al. [16] reported
cessation of corneal melting and decrease in infiltrate sizes in
four out of five cases after CXL therapy was used to treat
antibiotic-resistant infectious keratitis. In a non-randomized
clinical trial, Makdoumi et al. [29] observed that all patients
initially responded to CXL as a single first-line treatment
without any antimicrobial drugs,

while only 12.5% of these patients needed additional
antibacterial treatment. In 2014, Said et al. [30] reported no
significant differences in corneal healing times and final visual
outcomes between patients who received CXL in addition to
medical therapy and those who received medical therapy alone.
However, they noted that patients who received CXL had
larger mean diameters of corneal ulcers and fewer late
complications, such as corneal perforation and recurrence of
infection. Panda et al. [31] reported a halt in the progression of
corneal melting in all cases treated with CXL. Skaat et al. [32]
reported resolution of all signs of infection and inflammation in
five of six cases of severe refractory infectious keratitis within
1-2 weeks of treatment with CXL. However, one patient
required penetrating keratoplasty. Sorkhabi et al. [33]
concluded that CXL is a viable therapeutic option for treating
corneal ulcers and can be used as an adjuvant in resistant cases.

The findings in our study are in agreement with those of



Is Corneal Collagen Cross-Linking Beneficial

the study by Bamdad et al. [34], which was a randomised
comparative clinical trial in 2015 that reported accelerated
infiltration resolution, better epithelial healing, and shorter
treatment time in cases of moderate bacterial keratitis treated
using CXL with medical treatment when compared to those
receiving medical treatment alone.

CONCLUSION

In conclusion, our study suggests that CXL as an adjunct to
topical antimicrobial treatment was more effective in treating
bacterial keratitis than conventional antimicrobial therapy
alone, as it led to shorter recovery times due to more rapid
ulcer healing, resolution of infiltration, and faster symptomatic
relief in patients. Although the CXL+ antimicrobial group had
a faster healing rate, there was no significant difference in V/A
pre and postoperatively. Furthermore, there was no difference
in final V/A between the two study groups.

A study on a larger scale, including a greater number of
eyes, could provide a better understanding and reduce the
margin of error. The limitations of our study are the cost of the
surgery and patient unwillingness created obstacles in our
original study plan. Future studies could explore the
effectiveness of CXL in infectious keratitis caused by
microorganisms other than bacteria.

ETHICS APPROVAL
PARTICIPATE

AND CONSENT TO

Assuit University's Institutional Review Board and Ethics
Committee approved this study.
HUMAN AND ANIMAL RIGHTS

No animals were used in this research. All human research
procedures were followed in accordance with the ethical
standards of the committee responsible for human
experimentation (institutional and national), and with the
Helsinki Declaration of 1975, as revised in 2013.
CONSENT FOR PUBLICATION

Each patient was informed about the nature of the study,
CXL details, its intra and postoperative complications and
prognosis. A written informed consent was obtained from each
patient enrolled in the study.

AVAILABILITY OF DATA AND MATERIALS
Not applicable.

FUNDING

None.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST

The authors declare no conflict of interest financial or
otherwise.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

Declared none.

The Open Ophthalmology Journal, 2022, Volume 16 7

REFERENCES

[1]

[2]

[3]

[6]

[7]

[10]

(1]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[1e]

[17]

[18]

[19]

Jones DB. Decision-making in the management of microbial keratitis.
Ophthalmology 1981; 88(8): 814-20.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0161-6420(81)34943-4] [PMID: 7322500]
Stapleton F, Edwards K, Keay L, et al. Risk factors for moderate and
severe microbial keratitis in daily wear contact lens users.
Ophthalmology 2012; 119(8): 1516-21.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.0phtha.2012.01.052] [PMID: 22521083]
Ahn M, Yoon KC, Ryu SK, Cho NC, You IC. Clinical aspects and
prognosis of mixed microbial (bacterial and fungal) keratitis. Cornea
2011; 30(4): 409-13.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/ICO.0b013e318123704]
21045645]

Amescua G, Miller D, Alfonso EC. What is causing the corneal ulcer?
Management strategies for unresponsive corneal ulceration. Eye
(Lond) 2012; 26(2): 228-36.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/eye.2011.316] [PMID: 22157915]

Bharathi MJ, Ramakrishnan R, Meenakshi R, Shivakumar C, Raj DL.
Analysis of the risk factors predisposing to fungal, bacterial &
Acanthamoeba keratitis in south India. Indian J Med Res 2009; 130(6):
749-57.

[PMID: 20090138]

Lin A, Rhee MK, Akpek EK, et al. Bacterial Keratitis Preferred
Practice Pattern®. Ophthalmology 2019; 126(1): 1-P55.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.0phtha.2018.10.018] [PMID: 30366799]
McDonald EM, Ram FS, Patel DV, McGhee CN. Topical antibiotics
for the management of bacterial keratitis: an evidence-based review of
high quality randomised controlled trials. Br J Ophthalmol 2014;
98(11): 1470-7.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bjophthalmol-2013-304660]
24729078]

Ray KJ, Srinivasan M, Mascarenhas J, et al. Early addition of topical
corticosteroids in the treatment of bacterial keratitis. JAMA
Ophthalmol 2014; 132(6): 737-41.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jamaophthalmol.2014.292]
24763755]

Tabatabaei SA, Soleimani M, Behrouz MJ, Torkashvand A, Anvari P,
Yaseri M. A randomized clinical trial to evaluate the usefulness of
amniotic membrane transplantation in bacterial keratitis healing. Ocul
Surf 2017; 15(2): 218-26.

[http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jtos.2017.01.004] [PMID: 28131677]
Bertino JS Jr. Impact of antibiotic resistance in the management of
ocular infections: the role of current and future antibiotics. Clin
Ophthalmol 2009; 3: 507-21.

[http://dx.doi.org/10.2147/OPTH.S5778] [PMID: 19789660]

Mamalis N. The increasing problem of antibiotic resistance. J Cataract
Refract Surg 2007; 33(11): 1831-2.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrs.2007.09.005] [PMID: 17964369]

Neu HC. The crisis in antibiotic resistance. Science 1992; 257(5073):
1064-73.

[http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.257.5073.1064] [PMID: 1509257]
Suri K, Hammersmith KM, Nagra PK. Corneal collagen cross-linking:
ectasia and beyond. Curr Opin Ophthalmol 2012; 23(4): 280-7.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/ICU.0b013e328354865¢]
22569470]

Hafezi F, Dejica P, Majo F. Modified corneal collagen crosslinking
reduces corneal oedema and diurnal visual fluctuations in Fuchs
dystrophy. Br J Ophthalmol 2010; 94(5): 660-1.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bj0.2009.162479] [PMID: 20447971]
Hafezi F, Randleman JB. PACK-CXL: defining CXL for infectious
keratitis. J Refract Surg 2014; 30(7): 438-9.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.3928/1081597X-20140609-01]
24983827]

Spoerl E, Wollensak G, Seiler T. Increased resistance of crosslinked
cornea against enzymatic digestion. Curr Eye Res 2004; 29(1): 35-40.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02713680490513182] [PMID: 15370365]
Schilde T, Kohlhaas M, Spoerl E, Pillunat LE. [Enzymatic evidence of
the depth dependence of stiffening on riboflavin/UVA treated
corneas]. Ophthalmologe 2008; 105(2): 165-9.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/3500347-007-1587-9] [PMID: 17955247]
Goodrich RP. The use of riboflavin for the inactivation of pathogens in
blood products. Vox Sang 2000; 78(Suppl. 2): 211-5.

[PMID: 10938955]

Papaioannou L, Miligkos M, Papathanassiou M. Corneal collagen
cross-linking for infectious keratitis: A systematic review and meta-
analysis. Cornea 2016; 35(1): 62-71.

[PMID:

[PMID:

[PMID:

[PMID:

[PMID:


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0161-6420(81)34943-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7322500
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ophtha.2012.01.052
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22521083
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/ICO.0b013e3181f23704
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21045645
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/eye.2011.316
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22157915
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20090138
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ophtha.2018.10.018
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30366799
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bjophthalmol-2013-304660
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24729078
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jamaophthalmol.2014.292
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24763755
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jtos.2017.01.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28131677
http://dx.doi.org/10.2147/OPTH.S5778
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19789660
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrs.2007.09.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17964369
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.257.5073.1064
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1509257
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/ICU.0b013e328354865e
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22569470
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bjo.2009.162479
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20447971
http://dx.doi.org/10.3928/1081597X-20140609-01
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24983827
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02713680490513182
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15370365
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00347-007-1587-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17955247
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10938955

8 The Open Ophthalmology Journal, 2022, Volume 16

[http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/ICO.0000000000000644] [PMID:

Mahmoud et al.

[http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aj0.2011.07.025] [PMID: 21992713]

26509768] [27] Tabibian D, Richoz O, Riat A, Schrenzel J, Hafezi F. Accelerated

[20] Acharya Y, Acharya B, Karki P. Fungal keratitis: study of increasing photoactivated chromophore for keratitis-corneal collagen cross-
trend and common determinants. Nepal J Epidemiol 2017; 7(2): linking as a first-line and sole treatment in early fungal keratitis. J
685-93. Refract Surg 2014; 30(12): 855-7.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.3126/nje.v7i2.17975] [PMID: 29181230] [http://dx.doi.org/10.3928/1081597X-20141113-06] [PMID:

[21] Brown L, Leck AK, Gichangi M, et al. The global incidence and 25437486]
diagnosis of fungal keratitis. Lancet Infect Dis 2020; *» [28] Iseli H P, Thiel M A, Hafezi F, et al. Ultraviolet A/riboflavin corneal
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1473-3099(20)30448-5] [PMID: cross-linking for infectious keratitis associated with corneal melts.
33645500] Cornea 2008; 27: 590-4.

[22] Hanet MS, Jamart J, Chaves AP. Fluoroquinolones or fortified [http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/ICO.0b013e318169d698]
antibiotics for treating bacterial keratitis: systematic review and meta- [29] Makdoumi K, Mortensen J, Sorkhabi O, Malmvall BE, Crafoord S.
analysis of comparative studies. Can J Ophthalmol 2012; 47(6): 493-9. UVA-riboflavin photochemical therapy of bacterial keratitis: a pilot
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jcjo.2012.09.001] [PMID: 23217502] study. Graefes Arch Clin Exp Ophthalmol 2012; 250(1): 95-102.

[23] Shah VM, Tandon R, Satpathy G, et al. Randomized clinical study for [http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00417-011-1754-1] [PMID: 21874347]
comparative evaluation of fourth-generation fluoroquinolones with the [30] Said DG, Elalfy MS, Gatzioufas Z, et al. Collagen cross-linking with
combination of fortified antibiotics in the treatment of bacterial photoactivated riboflavin (PACK-CXL) for the treatment of advanced
corneal ulcers. Cornea 2010; 29(7): 751-7. infectious keratitis with corneal melting. Ophthalmology 2014; 121(7):
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/ICO.0b013e3181ca2ba3] [PMID: 1377-82.

20489580] [http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.0phtha.2014.01.011] [PMID: 24576886]

[24] McLeod SD, LaBree LD, Tayyanipour R, Flowers CW, Lee PP, [31] Panda A, Krishna SN, Kumar S. Photo-activated riboflavin therapy of
McDonnell PJ. The importance of initial management in the treatment refractory corneal ulcers. Cornea 2012; 31(10): 1210-3.
of severe infectious corneal ulcers. Ophthalmology 1995; 102(12): [http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/ICO.0b013¢318238f48] [PMID: 22710492]
1943-8. [32] Skaat A, Zadok D, Goldich Y, et al. Riboflavin/UVA photochemical
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0161-6420(95)30771-3] [PMID: 9098300] therapy for severe infectious keratitis. Eur J Ophthalmol 2014; 24(1):

[25] Betanzos-Cabrera G, Juarez-Verdayes MA, Gonzalez-Gonzalez G, 21-8.

Cancino-Diaz ME, Cancino-Diaz JC. Gatifloxacin, moxifloxacin, and [http://dx.doi.org/10.5301/€j0.5000330] [PMID: 23873492]
balofloxacin resistance due to mutations in the gyrA and parC genes of [33] Sorkhabi R, Sedgipoor M, Mahdavifard A. Collagen cross-linking for
Staphylococcus epidermidis strains isolated from patients with resistant corneal ulcer. Int Ophthalmol 2013; 33(1): 61-6.
endophthalmitis, corneal ulcers and conjunctivitis. Ophthalmic Res [http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10792-012-9633-2] [PMID: 23015020]
2009; 42(1): 43-8. [34] Bamdad S, Malekhosseini H, Khosravi A. Ultraviolet A/riboflavin
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1159/000219684] [PMID: 19478540] collagen cross-linking for treatment of moderate bacterial corneal

[26] del Buey MA, Cristobal JA, Casas P, et al. Evaluation of in vitro ulcers. Cornea 2015; 34(4): 402-6.
efficacy of combined riboflavin and ultraviolet a for Acanthamoeba [http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/ICO.0000000000000375] [PMID:
isolates. Am J Ophthalmol 2012; 153(3): 399-404. 25710507]

© 2022 Mahmoud et al.

This is an open access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International Public License (CC-BY 4.0), a copy of which is
available at: https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/legalcode. This license permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the
original author and source are credited.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/ICO.0000000000000644
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26509768
http://dx.doi.org/10.3126/nje.v7i2.17975
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29181230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1473-3099(20)30448-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33645500
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jcjo.2012.09.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23217502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/ICO.0b013e3181ca2ba3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20489580
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0161-6420(95)30771-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9098300
http://dx.doi.org/10.1159/000219684
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19478540
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ajo.2011.07.025
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21992713
http://dx.doi.org/10.3928/1081597X-20141113-06
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25437486
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/ICO.0b013e318169d698
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00417-011-1754-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21874347
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ophtha.2014.01.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24576886
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/ICO.0b013e31823f8f48
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22710492
http://dx.doi.org/10.5301/ejo.5000330
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23873492
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10792-012-9633-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23015020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/ICO.0000000000000375
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25710507
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/legalcode

	Is Corneal Collagen Cross-Linking Beneficial as an Adjunct to the Conventional Treatment of Bacterial Keratitis? 
	[Background:]
	Background:
	Methods:
	Results:
	Conclusion:

	1. INTRODUCTION
	2. MATERIALS AND METHODS
	2.1. Study Design
	2.2. Methods
	2.2.1. Surgical Technique of CXL in Group A

	2.3. Follow Up
	2.4. Statistics
	2.4.1. Software
	2.4.2. Analytical Statistics


	3. RESULTS
	3.1. Descriptive Analysis of the Study Groups
	3.2. Results Analysis of the Study Groups
	3.2.1. Ulcer size
	3.2.2. V/A
	3.2.3. Ulcer epithelization time


	4. DISCUSSION
	CONCLUSION
	ETHICS APPROVAL AND CONSENT TO PARTICIPATE
	HUMAN AND ANIMAL RIGHTS
	CONSENT FOR PUBLICATION
	AVAILABILITY OF DATA AND MATERIALS
	FUNDING
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST
	ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
	REFERENCES




