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Surgical Outcome of Chemical Peeling of Conjunctival Nevus with Alcohol
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Purpose: To evaluate the efficacy of chemical peeling using 83% alcohol in patients with conjunctival nevus.

Methods: Chemical peeling using 83% alcohol was performed in 13 patients (13 eyes) who were clinically diagnosed with benign
conjunctival nevus. Effects of procedure and recurrence were analyzed by retrospectively reviewing medical records. After top-
ical anesthesia, conjunctival nevus was eliminated by rubbing with an alcohol-soaked cotton ball. Conjunctival nevus close to

corneal limbus was removed by 15th blades of scalpel.

Results: A total of 13 patients, 8 males, and 5 females had a, mean age of 27 years (12-54 years). Eights of the eyes were right
eyes, and 5 were left eyes. No recurrence was detected in any patient during the follow-up period (mean 54 months), and there
were no cases of conjunctival scar, granuloma, or permanent conjunctival injection. All patients were satisfied with the cosmetic

outcome of chemical peeling.

Conclusions: Chemical peeling using alcohol for conjunctival nevus is a non-invasive technique and has benefits such as no in-
traoperative hemorrhage, low recurrence rate, easy method, and good cosmetic results. Based on these, this procedure is a

good method for eliminating conjunctival nevus.
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Figure 1. Photograph of the chemical peeling procedure(rub- Nﬂ(Table D). & 3 3494 A AAIES A9 =&
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Table 1. Demographic and clinical characteristics
Age . F/U period
Case No. ) Sex Involved eye Location i) Symptom
1 18 F Right Temporal, Nasal 80 Hyperemic
2 54 M Left Nasal 78 Non-specific
3 17 F Right Temporal 70 Non-specific
4 21 F Left Temporal, Nasal 67 Non-specific
5 17 M Right Temporal 64 Non-specific
6 28 M Right Temporal 63.2 Non-specific
7 25 M Right Temporal 60 Hyperemic
8 40 M Right Nasal 44.1 Non-specific
9 16 F Right Temporal, Caruncle 43 Non-specific
10 27 F Left Temporal 39.4 Non-specific
11 32 M Right Inferior 31 Non-specific
12 12 M Left Temporal 30.8 Non-specific
13 44 M Left Nasal 29.6 Non-specific

F= female; M = male; F/U = follow up.
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Figure 2. Preoperative and postoperative photographs of Case No. 3. (A) Before chemical peeling. (B) 2 years after chemical
peeling.
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