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Abstract

Background: Pterygium is a conjunctival disorder
commonly found in tropical countries, and postoperative
recurrence remains a significant clinical problem.
Commonly used surgical techniques include the Bare
Sclera Technique (BST) and Conjunctival Autograft
Transplantation (CAT), which have been reported to
have different recurrence rates.

Objectives: To compare the recurrence rates of
pterygium within 6 months after surgery between the
Bare Sclera Technique and Conjunctival Autograft
Transplantation, and to analyze factors associated with
pterygium recurrence.

Methods: This retrospective analytical study included
patients with pterygium who underwent pterygium
surgery at Aranyaprathet Hospital between January 1,
2022, and December 31, 2024. A total of 100 patients
were enrolled, with 50 patients in the BST group and
50 patients in the CAT group. Data were analyzed using

descriptive statistics, the Chi-square test or Fisher’s
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exact test, and univariate and multivariate logistic
regression analyses.

Results: Patients in the BST group had a significantly
higher mean age than those in the CAT group (p-value
< 0.01), while other baseline characteristics did not differ
significantly between the groups. The recurrence rate
of pterygium was significantly higher in the BST group
than in the CAT group (28.0% vs. 4.0%, p-value < 0.01).
Postoperative complication rates did not differ between
the two groups. Multivariate logistic regression analysis
showed that the Bare Sclera Technique was an inde-
pendent risk factor for pterygium recurrence (Adjusted
OR = 8.43; 95% (I 1.66-42.82; p-value = 0.010)
Conclusion: Pterygium surgery using Conjunctival
Autograft Transplantation resulted in a significantly
lower recurrence rate compared with the Bare Sclera
Technique.

Keywords: Pterygium, Bare Sclera Technique, Conjunc-

tival Autograft Transplantation, Recurrence
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wdduihesoidofidnsunmsign o lsmenaesyusane
SewineTudl 1 unsnau we. 2565 83 31 Sureu WA, 2567
ﬁauﬂﬂwﬁgﬁu 100 378 wuslungu BST 1131 50 916 wae
ngu CAT 91u3u 50 518 AT 1evideyameaifidanssaun
n1snAaaU Chi-square %39 Fisher’s exact test way
mﬁmeﬁaa%aaﬂamammuﬁaLLUSLﬁsaLLaswuﬁaLLﬂi
wansAnwn: fthelungu BST flengladegeniings CAT
aeafitfuddayn19adf (o-value < 0.01) vaueiidnuoe
ﬁugmgu 1 ldusnansiuegedidedAy dnsinsndu
Fushvesoidelunds BST gendindu CAT oensififudiny
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Transplantation Iuadwisunsansnsmsndudiugn
AN Bare Sclera Technique agsiltiedAynIsaia
AdARY: ﬁaﬁa, Bare Sclera Technique, Conjunctival
Autograft Transplantation, miﬂﬁmﬁuﬁz};ﬂ

unin

Fouile (Pterygium) Lﬂummﬁmﬂﬂa%mlﬁaqmma
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Stress wag Cytokine-mediated Inflammation Fadunaln
wanTivliiAn Fibrovascular Proliferation waganuAaUn
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Pterygium Recurrence After BST vs CAT

Tneudetlidnm Sclera MUnoeauusesmusssuT7
NM1AALUY Conjunctival Autograft Transplantation
(CAT) %ﬁﬁ]um‘iﬂ%?jaummﬂﬁnm Superior Bulbar
Conjunctiva 1MUAUTLIU Scleral Defect véndoiilaasn
Tnedamenisidiumse Fibrin glue®

Ws113% Bare Sclera Technique (BST) aglasumany
fenidesananuirslumsviuayssernatidaidu
usteldedAtyAe 5&1‘3’1ﬂ’1§ﬂ§ULﬂu%’]‘ﬂﬁ]ﬂﬁﬁ]ﬁ@ﬁﬁ@u%’mﬂ&
Im&‘ﬁiwmu’iwawasﬂuﬂmé'?uwi 24% 9 89% Tuiy
Jaduang o U auInae Snvazveailode uazann
flugnuvesfae®® Tunenduiumaiia Conjunctival
Autograft Transplantation (CAT) lasun1sfigaiinieadiin
wdh Sussavsnmlumsanssinsnduiushegnetaay
laen15Anw¥1ve9 Tan wazamy (1997)" wudn Tudiae
ﬁaﬁaﬂgugﬁ Shsnandudusmdainiskidndae CAT
wihiuFerar 2 vaziinguillésunissndnse Bare Sclera
Technique (BST) fisasmsnduiiugsovar 61 Faunnsns
AuoglidedAyn19adn (p-value < 0.001) wonanil
Afzal wagAny’ 51891191 nau CAT fionsnsnduidugh
Soway 7.84 Wisuiueway 31.37 Tunau BST lnedady
upNENeENsltuEAYNISEDA (p-value = 0.003) N1SANY
Tudsanalnewuidnsinmsnduiusvesdorionduhda
Simadutgninienddniiddey Tnsmmnzidieldinaia
Bare Sclera (BST) ausazsildinauazldinarisndon
Lwiwud’]é”mm’ﬁﬂé’uLf]usgwé?qmqa mMsAnwilsmenuna
5IUAIAATLAAUNIZLALTA Wulmatla BST Honsa
N1INAU Lﬁusgwqaﬁﬂ 66.7% warilaudeeranisndu
Hugnnnniumaiia CAT saufunisanedadiud 89 37.9
W1 (p-value= 0.042)
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sUsuuMsAnY WumsAnudounds (Retrospective
cohort study)

5UlUUNNTIT8 (Research Design)

mMSeilfumsinuiddmsziuuudounds (Retro-
spective Analytical Study)

Us¥ynsuagnausiegns (Population and Sample)

Usznnsthmnglumsisended fe Q’ﬂaaﬁlﬁ%’umi
Fedendudeie (Pterysium) wazdhsumsrindinderiio
w lsameuaesyusewe dwminaszun Tugdisszezia
sewineuil 1 unsiau wa. 2565 feiufl 31 Sunau we.
2567 lnggtheonalisumssnumewaianisiidauuy
Bare Sclera Technique (BST) %3@1uu Conjunctival
Autograft Transplantation (CAT)

nsidenmalan1WIdn BST wise CAT lilalAnan
QUEGH Lwiﬁuaﬁviﬁ’uqa&Jﬁﬁﬁmaﬁﬂuuwméﬁﬁwﬂﬁr;hﬁm
TAufiaTUIINENBUENNABTNLAZ AN ANTD
dUrsudazse nsHRRaLTunstnednywIng 1wy
2 AU d@MFUN1INIARA835 Conjunctival Autograft
Transplantation (CAT) §ithennselésunsdausubeym
mulu Nylon 10-0 Tngld3816unuu Interrupted Sutures
uazlifinsld Fibrin Glue

Tunsnuadel AATelAA1uInIUIARIBE 1R
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SOHAIB AFZAL Bslé@nwu Comparison of Conjunctival
Autograft Versus Bare Sclera Technique as Treatment
Modalities for Primary Pterygium WU’j’lmiﬂﬁUL‘ﬁuGgwaﬂ
#orlelundu A (Bare Sclera) 31121 16 718 (31.37%) waw
lundu B (Conjunctival Autograft) 31131 4 578 (7.849%)
Faadnduandifiurnuuanesegnafitudfynsada
(p-value = 0.003) Ingldansn1sAruinruInfIagg
WisuiflsuAdndu 2 feseiuannuidesiu 95% (2(0.975)
= 1.96), Meu1aN1saday (Power) 80% (Z(0.8) = 0.84)
Tneiile Drop-out ksl 20% agldvwindiessfivunzay
53 100 518 wiadunguay 50 51¢

Zig A [29(1-9) (14 1) + Zrg -y m(1 - pr) + P2

=P

m=

Region 3 Medical and Public Health Journal 2026;23(3):xxx-xx

Siriwan Jamtabtim

Inclusion criteria

- {thweng 18 Fruly

- iSunsitadeindu Primary Pterysium lnednwunme
- IpSumsHnsinanamaia Bare Sclera Technique (BST)
%39 Conjunctival Autograft Transplantation (CAT)

- finnshneumavdssnegneeiadidesntt 6 weu
Exclusion criteria

- WOuduaedid deiflesianduidudn (Recurrent
Pterygium) fimeldsunsindnunouudy

- gsumsisaie wedanauvsefin1s Rt usm Wi
MINBTIELU (Beta irradiation), n15laien Mitomycin C,
Amniotic Membrane Graft %3805 Fibrin Glue 574
Tnglaifinsidu

@ '

- flsaszuuiidnasdonisaunuuna w3ogiiduiy Wy
Tsemmumuaulalld, Tsduvdelameiess, lsafides
Tdenagi

- doyanvsuideulinsudiu
wSesilafildlunisise

Tuvuifiudeyans3de (Case record form) lnevinis
LﬁU%’@;‘J‘aﬁULLﬂiﬁﬂﬁiﬂUﬁ General Information: Sex, Age,
Weight, Height, BMI %agamﬁﬁai&é’mﬁa U PUAAD
Snwariaiin suwmianadafldlunisiide (Bare Sclera
wio Conjunctival Autograft) snwazidenniseinge (Jui
i AL8unseUn Scleral Defect) NMguNINTOUNAS
dnnelu 1 e Jeyanisianiuma: nsndudiugives
Faiilo ameluszeznanedietion 6 Weu

Ailonndeufoanisiazldlun1side (Operational
Definition)

1. #aiile (Pterygium) nuneds Wailaveadoym
(Fibrovascular proliferation) ﬁEjﬂan}’mL?J'aqmﬂJ’n
(Bulbar Conjunctiva) Ustaad Limbus L%’ngjﬂizﬁmm (Comnea)

2. N1SHIARLUU Bare Sclera Technique (BST)
wneie FBnnswadadeielnenisinibewidneanain
nszanALazUsna Limbus taglivitnsUnses Scleral
Defect #189N15WI6A

3. NM3FRLUY Conjunctival Autograft Transplan-
tation (CAT) vinefia FBn1srndadiaidiolnsnsdindoyen
(Conjunctiva) 31nU3ad Superior Bulbar Conjunctiva
waztunUauina Scleral Bed ndsnisindaiiionan
Tnedamenisidusie Nylon 10-0

4. msnduifius (Recurrence) muneiia NISRIYNAY
mmaaﬁat.?ia Fibrovascular ﬁQﬂa’mmﬂU%nm Limbus
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dgnsranavdemsinda anglussezianfinnu 6 weou
Tnefidnwauzidu Vascularized Fibrovascular Tissue
qnanuting Corneal Surface 11nn71 1 Hadiuns u3e
Julumunstuiinneediinlaednwunme

5. AMBNINTOUNSINAR (Postoperative Complica-
tions) vaneils ameRnunATiAatunely 1 deundims
tndndee léun Graft Retraction, Graft Edema, Infection,
Subconjunctival Hemorrhage e Symblepharon
3YTIIUNTIVY

msinwadsdinunsiasanidesaunisideluyud
Tssngnunaaufanssgnanwaszuia auiilasiniside
S020b/68 EXPD Juiifuses 14 ngadneu 2568
nsiAssideya

Wsunsy dmfudssuianauagitasieviveya
¥ affnssaundoya nsdiideyainisuanuasniseg
Kolmogorov-Smimov Test Wiausradeaudasuy
wasg warlunsdideyauanuasliuni diaueriisegu
Agegn wazAIRIga MatUTsuiisusimnindudus
suaa(ﬁaLﬁaiwdwﬂajmﬁmé]’mﬁwLwﬂﬁﬂ Bare Sclera (BST)
iU Conjunctival Autograft (CAT) agl% Chi-square Test
Mndeyadin1suanuaaEMNANGLLREIMe Fisher’s Exact
Test lunsdifivuangudestiosndn 5 au ma3ouliioy
Aiady (Wu o1y vieruInvesieLie) sewinsdesndy
9¢ld Independent t-test mndayadunuuuanuasund
Mann-Whitney U Test mndeyaliiulumunisuanuasni
Hafndeoynlumsinseiteyailevniadeiiaziuds
Tnglinmsinsziaelafnannageg1aiy (Simple logistic
regression) #1A1 OR LLﬁ%ﬁf’NﬂﬂﬁJL"ﬁﬁ)ﬁu 95% ClI ay
fasanaudsfifen p-value < 0.20 undasgsiiion
Aanuduiusnatgdulslaldadfonnesnyasdasn

(Multiple logistic regression)

=
NANIIANTI
anvazUszynsuaztoyannitinvehedelile
MUNAIUNATANITHIAR Bare Sclera Technique (BST)

Pterygium Recurrence After BST vs CAT

waz Conjunctival Autograft Transplantation (CAT) wu31
vaansnaulalunnsnsfuegneddedndymaadludiume
sitname lsadszsns vundelite Snwassieiln sums
wazdrwwesdoie sudszeznandulsateudiiuns
HARR (p-value > 0.05) agnalsfinnu fuaelungu BST flony
WwAbgeNTINgL CAT oensiiifudfamneadi (67.14 = 7207
Wisuiu 59.64 + 10.01 U, p-value < 0.01) Fap51a7 1
amzansndoundnsdianuiaan 2 18 (Gesaz
2.0) Tnnmzunsndouiinuietl (Abscess) Unamdaingn
wulungu Bare Sclera Technique (BST) 1 318 (Sewaz 2.0)
FuAnTutszana 1 ieundwhda uaglungu Conjunctival
Autograft Technique (CAT) 1 18 (5988 2.0) Faiintu
Uszana 2 dansivdssinga dausineTivde 98 518 (Geas
98.0) liununnzunsndousinaniias linuauuanmng
YBITNTINNITUNINTOUTENINNGY BST way CAT agnall

HedAgn19ada (p-value= 1.00) Fap151991 2

'
P

dewdsuiisusnsinisnaufudrvesdortentely
6 \Wou nuh nauitlésunsEngingne Bare Sclera Technique
(8ST) fnsnduiliugh 14 518 ansiavun 50 570 Asudy
Jovay 28.0 mms‘ﬁmju Conjunctival Autograft Trans-
plantation (CAT) finmsndudiug 2 918 9nseun 50 578
Andudenay 4.0 Tnesnsinisndudusuansafuegng
fifedAnym9edia (p-value< 0.01) Fapns1ei 3
namMSIAsERaefiauduiusiuntsnaudiugn
yeadoiiio nui AR wRLUUTuUSAE wade
MMIWNIAALLUU Bare Sclera Technique (BST) Hauduius
ﬁ’umsnﬁ”uﬁ‘]u%waéwaﬁﬁaﬁwﬁ@maaﬁﬁ (Crude OR = 9.33;
95% Cl 1.99-43.68; p-value = 0.005) FauUs7iilen p-value
< 0.20 l#uA wpdlansrnga BMI vwnederie uaystevnm
Hlse Fathdrgmsieszsiuuunmiuls nensieszi
WUTUNARANITHIFALUU BST deasdimnudunusnu
nsndulugreghsdidoddyneda WeSeudieutu
Conjunctival Autograft Transplantation (CAT) (Adjusted
OR = 8.43; 95% ClI 1.66-42.82; p-value = 0.010) #3

A15199 4

A15199 1 dnvaizUszvnsuavdeyanindtinvesitiedeiile IuunaumatianisHsn

fuds BST (n = 50) CAT (n = 50) p-value
WA, n (%) 15 (30.0) 17 (34.0) 0.66
918 (), Aade + SD 67.14+7.20 59.64+10.01 <0.01
BMI (An./312), ﬂ"lLa?HIEJ +SD 25.35+5.27 25.06+3.80 0.74
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A15199 1 dnvaizUszvinsuavdeyanandtinvesUleseiile Iuunaunatdaniskisa (de)

Fuys BST (n = 50) CAT (n = 50) p-value
TsAUsza6ia
DM 13 (26.00) 13 (26.00) 1.00
HT 30 (60.0) 27 (54.0) 0.54
DLP 17 (34.0) 20 (40.0) 0.53
sundeiila (un), Aiade + SD 8.730.70 9.14+0.73 0.06
ANWUZHIAN 0.49
Symblepharon 1(2.0) 0(0)
Traction pterygium 1(2.0) 0(0)
Un# (Normal) 48 (96.0) 50 (100.0)
funmisvasdoiio 0.10
Bihead 12 (24.0) 5(10.0)
Nasal 36 (72.0) 44 (88.0)
Temporal 2(4.0) 1(2.0)
$revasdaiiie 0.31
Hadetng 1(2.0) 0 (0)
TNl 27 (54.0) 22 (44.0)
419U 22 (44.0) 28 (56.0)
szaznanlulsn (Fow) 29.54+25.83 25.36+20.51 0.37

* BST, Bare Sclera Technique; CAT, Conjunctival Autograft Transplantation; SD, standard deviation; BMI, body mass

index; DM, diabetes mellitus; HT, hypertension; DLP, dyslipidemia.

A15199 2 AMEwNsSNgRUNaINISANglY 1 LAau (n = 100)

ANMZUNINYDUY BST (n = 50) CAT (n = 50) p-value
Abscess 1(2.0) 1(2.0) 1.00

* BST = Bare Sclera Technique; CAT = Conjunctival Autograft Transplantation

A543 Sasnsnduidugivesdaiionisly 6 Weou Suunaumadianisiisa
WAlANISHIAR Ldnduidugin (%) ndududn n (%) p-value
Bare Sclera Technique (BST) (n = 50) 36 (72.00) 14 (28.00) < 0.01
Conjunctival Autograft Transplantation (CAT) (n = 50) 438 (96.00) 2 (4.00)

* BST = Bare Sclera Technique; CAT = Conjunctival Autograft Transplantation

At 4 Jadeiidanuduiudiunisndulugivedeiie
Uade Crude OR (95% Cl) p-value Adjusted OR (95% CI) p-value
wAANSHIGA BST 9.33 (1.99-43.68) 0.005 8.43 (1.66-42.82) 0.010
91 (si0 1 U) 1.02 (0.96-1.08) 0.542 - -
LAY 1.84 (0.62-5.48) 0.276 - -
BMI (519 1 kg/m2) 1.14 (1.02-1.29) 0.024 1.12 (0.99-1.28) 0.082
DM 0.94 (0.27-3.22) 0.921 - -
HT 1.82 (0.58-5.69) 0.305 - -
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A1519% 4 Jadedndanuduiusiunisnduidudivesdaiiio (Mo)

UJa3e Crude OR (95% Cl) p-value Adjusted OR (95% Cl) p-value
DLP 1.40 (0.47-4.14) 0.543 - -
yundeiile (9 1 33.) 0.43 (0.21-0.92) 0.029 0.45 (0.20-1.00) 0.049
fuvsdaiie: Nasal 0.57 (0.16-2.06) 0.394 - -
1199 1.65 (0.54-5.05) 0.380 - -
szevnanlulsa (se 1 LHow) 1.02 (1.00-1.05) 0.019 1.03 (1.00-1.06) 0.057

BST = Bare Sclera Technique; CAT = Conjunctival Autograft Transplantation; BMI = Body Mass Index; DM = Diabetes
Mellitus; HT = Hypertension; DLP = Dyslipidemia; OR = Odds Ratio; Cl = Confidence Interval.

3150d
mﬁﬁﬂmiﬂumﬁﬁﬂm@ﬁmﬁwﬁl,wué'awé’qﬁga
Wisuifusnsnsndudusvesdeidonelusseznan
6 LHOUMAINITENAR SzramAlla Bare Sclera Technique
(BST) wag Conjunctival Autograft Transplantation (CAT)
TuffthefidihSumssnunillsmeunaesaydseina Fadu
Tsimeuassiusunelufiufineununians Susanved
Usewelne wamsanwuisasinsnduiliusvesdeide
s[.unejwiiﬂwﬁlﬁ%’unmhﬁmé’wmﬂﬁﬂ BST aaninngu CAT
pgslltedAyNseia (Sowaz 28.0 Wiwuiuiowvaz 4.0,
p-value < 0.01) vaigfisasnnzunsndeundingalal
uansnafusswhsaesndueshediduddamaia uenani
PNMFAAT IR TARNARIRLUUUNYRILUTINUT nalla
MSKIFALUY Bare Sclera Technique Whithduidesdase
semsnduiiiugvesdolile Tnesie (Adjusted OR = 8.43;
95% Cl 1.66-42.82; p-value= 0.010) wanslsiuinug
naansusutadeniunsedinual walansHIAngIAg
ﬁwruwwﬁﬁﬁg@iawaé’wa‘éﬁumiﬂé’uL‘f’lusz};waﬂiﬂ
NAN1SANEIRINENIAAMNEDAARBINUNISAN YIS
Afzal et al. (2022) Faudunmsvaassuuuduiinguauay
(Randomized controlled trial) Tulssngunaseiunfensl
Tutszimadrianiu lnefnwigvasdeideuinugugd
MU 102 578 u:u'qLﬂuﬂejuﬁlﬁ%’umimﬁmﬁwmﬂﬁﬂ BST
way CAT uaziiszavnarfnanuade 3 ey nan1sAnw
Wudné’miﬁﬂ’ﬁﬂé’vﬂwgwmﬁaLﬁasluﬂfju BST gadisSoeay
3137 vuiingy CAT fdmsnduidusuiiesioras 7.80
TauANULANNIRINaTIITEE AR NEdR (o-value= 0.003)
Faustassvansnmueamaiia CAT lunisannisndu
Fuswesdariestneiny denndastunisdnulag Jain
(2018)* ludszmaduiRasniunisiilssneuia Kamlesh
Netralaya Hospital, Ambikapur, Surguja, %’gﬁ'&]aamﬁ
Useinedulhy s¥rinel 2016-2018 ﬁ@'ﬂwﬂu’mm 120
menilaunsidaseindudede Tng 70 aremldsu

nsHIdnsBmALla CAT wagdn 50 nenildinaila Bare
Sclera wan1s@nwImuINgy CAT Liflfvreselandu
e (0%) el Bare Sclera wumsnduifiugi 4 516 (8%)
TuiBmensadsinenalndfgfiedursanuunnsi
vadnsmsndudugivesderiesswinanaiianisnise
WEeeds enaieadesiuunumess Limbal Stem Cell
Barrier fvimihiiduuuidesiunisananuvesdeym
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Pterygium Recurrence After BST vs CAT
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