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[ Abstract |

tensity and exposure time. Methods The cornea were exposed to US under different parameters ( US intensities: 0.5, 1.0, 2.0

Objective To investigate the bioeffect of ultrasound (US) microbubble on rabbit normal cornea in different US in-

W/em®; US exposure time: 30, 60, 120 seconds) , and then observed by corneal quantitative analysis and histopathological exami-
nation. Results There were significant differences among 0.5, 1.0 and 2.0 W/cm’ in endothelial cell density and percentage of
hexagonal (P <0.05). US exposure time of 120 s caused more severe injury than the other two groups (P <0.05). Conclusion
Ultrasound microbubble can lower the threshold for cavitation by ultrasound energy. Limited ultrasound energy has great influence on
corneal epithelium.
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