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Purpose Methods Conclusions FRANCE
ECCTR aims to build a common assessment An Electronic Data Capture (EDC) platform has been A European quality registry has been set-up
methodology and establish an EU web-based registry developed. The reqistry records data related to for corneal transplant surgery. It incorporates
and network for academics, health professionals and the donor, transplant procedure and the recipient. one of the largest web-based databases in the
authorities to assess and verify the safety, quality and Data related to the donor tissue, including the field. ECCTR offers surgeons a tool for quality
efficacy of corneal transplantation. recently introduced Single European Code (SEC), improvement by comparison and benchmarking
Is obtained from participating eye banks. Baseline with state-of-the-art epidemiological data and

The consortium for this project consists of eight
partners: the European Society of Cataract and
Refractive Surgeons (ESCRS), European Society
of Cornea and Ocular Surface Disease Specialists
(EuCornea), Fondazione Banca degli Occhi del
Veneto Onlus (FBOV) & European Eye Bank

information on the recipient includes indication for patient reported outcomes.
transplantation, vision, refraction, and risk factors
for graft failure, among others. Follow-up data is
provided after two-years, including graft survival,
visual and refractive outcomes, and postoperative

. complications. We also included a novel tool to assess Benefits and Benchmarking
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