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a b s t r a c t

Rhegmatogenous retinal detachment (RRD) is a dangerous pathological condition that
can lead to blindness and requires surgical treatment. Scleral buckling is a surgical
technique that has been in use for many years to repair RRD. It consists in the application
of a piece of silicone on the outer surface of the sclera, that pushes the eye wall inwards
and modifies its curvature in correspondence of the retinal tear. It is observed that this
facilitates retinal reattachment. Various authors speculated that basic principles of fluid
mechanics can be invoked to explain the reattachment process, though a convincing
explanation of the mechanics underlying the process is still elusive.

In this study, we propose an idealized two-dimensional model of a detached retina,
surrounded by liquefied vitreous and study its dynamics secondary to eye movements.
This is done using an immersed boundary numerical code. The retinal flaps are modeled
as slender one-dimensional elastic bodies, one extremity of which is clamped to the
retinal wall. For simplicity we model the retina as a rigid, flat wall. We account for the
presence of scleral buckling by inserting a wall bump underneath the detached filaments.

We show that the dynamics of the detached filaments is very complicated and
that the presence of a buckle significantly contributes to reduce the time averaged
distance between the detached filaments and the wall, thus facilitating reattachment.
The mechanisms involved are inherently associated with the dynamics of the filament.

© 2022 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

Rhegmatogenous retinal detachment (RRD) takes place in around 10 out of 100,000 subjects (Mitry et al., 2011) and it
s the most common type of retinal detachment (RD). RRD is caused by infiltration of fluid into the subretinal space though
retinal tear, which progressively detaches the neurosensory retina from the retinal pigment epithelium (RPE). Retinal

ears are most commonly produced by vitreoretinal tractions, as the result of posterior vitreous detachment (Foulds, 2014).
his condition occurs when the vitreous humor contained in the vitreous chamber separates into a gel and a liquid phase.
hus RRD results from a combination of traction on the retina and of intraocular currents in the presence of a retinal
ole (Machemer, 1984).
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The mechanics of retinal tractions has been quite extensively studied with numerical approaches, in the presence
f posterior vitreous detachment (Repetto et al., 2011; Vroon et al., 2018; Di Michele et al., 2020) and vitreous
embranes (Repetto et al., 2004). These works highlight the fact that specific regions of the retina, where the adhesion
etween the vitreous and the retina is strong, are subjected to particularly large mechanical tractions. Such tractions can
e produced during eye or head movement (Repetto et al., 2011; Vroon et al., 2018) or can be the result of vitreous gel
egradation that leads to a progressive shrinking of the gel phase (Di Michele et al., 2020). The above models justify, from
mechanical perspective, the possible occurrence of retinal breaks. The retinal tearing process induced by a vitreoretinal
raction was modeled by Stevens et al. (1992).

Once a retinal break is formed it might or might not evolve into a retinal detachment. Bottega et al. (2013) and Lakawicz
t al. (2015) proposed mathematical models of the evolution of a retinal detachment triggered by vitreous contraction
hat induces extension of vitreous fibrils. Flow of liquefied vitreous induced by movements of the eye is also thought
o contribute to retinal detachment, even in the absence of tractions, as it can infiltrate through the retinal break into
he subretinal space. This complex phenomenon was studied by Natali et al. (2018) who proposed a simple model of the
ynamics of a detached retinal flap. The authors found that the tendency to detach increases with the retinal flap length.
RRD is a serious condition, which needs immediate surgical treatment. The objective of RRD surgery is to induce retinal

eattachment and seal retinal tears. Scleral buckling has been in use for several decades and it is still considered one of the
ost effective procedures to treat RRD (Wang and Snead, 2020). During this surgery a scleral buckle or an encircling band

s attached to the outer surface of the sclera, in such a way as to push the sclera inwards, effectively producing a change
n curvature of the ocular surface in correspondence of the retinal break. This implies that the RPE is pushed towards the
etached flaps, thus reducing the amount of subretinal fluid and facilitating reattachment. Subretinal fluid drainage can
lso be performed so that, by creating hypotony, the surgeon can induce a more effective scleral wall indentation and
eattachment of the retina. Without drainage, the scleral buckle approximates the detached retinal flaps to the RPE but
ften does not entirely close the retinal break. The retina thus remains detached at the end of surgery and detachment
an persist for some time after the surgery. Various mechanical models of the eye bulb deformation produced by scleral
uckling have been proposed that help predicting scleral indentation as a function of the geometrical and mechanical
roperties of encircling bands (Keeling et al., 2009; Ge et al., 2017) or segmental silicon sponges (Wang et al., 2007).
If the RPE is intact it actively pumps water towards the choroid, generating a volume flux per unit retinal surface of

pproximately 10−8 m/s (Dvoriashyna et al., 2018, 2020) This pumping action facilitates reattachment if, after surgery,
he retinal tear has been effectively sealed. However, water velocities generated by the RPE pumping are far to low to
ignificantly help the reattachment of a retinal flap if the tear is not closed and water can flow through it during eye
otations.

Reattachment often occurs in the presence of a scleral buckle, even if the retinal tear is not sealed. The mechanisms
nderlying this finding are still elusive and have been the subject to many speculations. Saccadic eye movements produce
low currents in the liquefied vitreous that have been extensively studied theoretically (e.g. David et al., 1998; Repetto,
006; Repetto et al., 2010; Silva et al., 2020) and experimentally (e.g. Bonfiglio et al., 2013, 2015). It has been hypothesized
hat such currents might play a significant role in the reattachment of the retina. A striking evidence supporting this
heory comes from very simple experiments performed by Clemens et al. (1987). The experimental setup consisted in a
ank containing a free surface liquid (water). The tank could be moved back and forth horizontally, thus generating fluid
otion within it. On the bottom of the tank the authors glued a thin transparent membrane (modeling the retina) and

hey produced a hole into it (a retinal break). Underneath the hole they placed a two-dimensional bump that simulated the
resence of a scleral buckle. Fluid was pumped through the hole into the space between the transparent film and the solid
all prior to the start of the experiment, to simulate the condition of a retinal detachment. Interestingly, the authors found
hat fluid motion in the tank produced a progressive reduction of the ‘subretinal’ fluid, until the membrane reattached to
he wall. When the membrane was not positioned over the wall bump, fluid movement induced no reattachment. Since
he membrane was buoyant, the reattachment procedure was entirely produced by hydrodynamic effects induced by the
resence of the ‘buckle’. Clemens et al. (1987) also proposed a simple two-dimensional, steady, irrotational flow model
f their experiments, treating the detached retina as rigid. A somehow similar model has been developed by Foster et al.
2010).

Wong et al. (2018) proposed an interpretation of Clemens et al.’s experiments, based on Bernoulli’s principle. In simple
erms, they argued that the presence of the bump induces an increase of fluid velocity close to its crest, which, based on
ernoulli’s principle, leads to a decrease in pressure in the region of the hole. This, in turn, drives fluid out of the subretinal
pace, thus effectively facilitating reattachment.
Though sensible and attractive this simple explanation is somehow simplistic as it disregards the dynamics of the flaps

hat are likely to be extremely complicated and that affect the pressure in the subretinal space. Aim of this work is to
ropose an idealized model that accounts for this effect and can complement previous contributions in shedding light on
he physics behind the effectiveness of the scleral buckling procedure.

. Formulation of the mathematical model and mechanical properties

.1. General description of the model

The fluid–structure interaction problem that governs the dynamics of a detached retinal flap in the moving eye
s extremely complex. With the aim of capturing the essential mechanical processes involved, while keeping the
2
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Fig. 1. The study cases including retina filaments and (b) scleral buckling. (a) No scleral buckling case including domain boundary. (b) Scleral buckles
with different maximum height values H∗ (H∗

= L∗/6 cyan, H∗
= L∗/8 blue, H∗

= L∗/12 yellow, H∗/24 black). (For interpretation of the references
to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)

problem as simple as possible, we follow the approach proposed by Natali et al. (2018) and consider a two-dimensional
approximation. The geometries considered are depicted in Fig. 1.

The eye wall is modeled as a flat, rigid wall (pink in the figure), which moves within its plane in the x-direction.
Within our two-dimensional context, a retinal hole is described by a cross-section, consisting of two retinal flaps, each
being a slender, massive, inextensible, elastic structure with a given bending stiffness. The three-dimensionality of the
hole configuration is modeled by connecting the tips of the two flaps by a virtual linear elastic spring that exerts a force
when stretched but not when compressed. Its effect is thus to keep the maximum distance between the tips of the two
flaps close to its initial value, while the flaps are free to get closer to each other. The value of the spring constant is set
large enough to assure that the maximum distance between the retinal tips remains that of the initial diameter, with an
error of less than 1%. Geometrical and mechanical properties of the retinal flap are presented in Table 1.

We assume that the region above the eye wall (the ‘interior’ of the eye) is occupied by liquefied vitreous and extends
to infinity in the y-direction. The assumptions of semi infinite domain and flat wall imply that we neglect the curvature
of the eye wall, an assumption which is strictly valid only if the length of the retinal flaps is small compared to the radius
of the eye. We note that this assumption has been adopted by many authors who modeled fluid motion in the vitreous
chamber in the presence of a retinal break (Foster et al., 2010; Natali et al., 2018).

The liquefied vitreous is modeled as a purely viscous fluid with the same mechanical properties as water and fluid
flow is generated by motion of the retinal surface. We consider a harmonic wall motion, thinking of it as of a sequence
of saccadic eye rotations of amplitude α and duration d∗ in opposite directions, similarly to what was done by Bonfiglio
et al. (2015). This implies that the period of oscillations is D∗

= 2d∗. The amplitude A∗ of the wall periodic oscillations is
assumed to be A∗

= αR∗/2, with R∗ being the radius of the eye (taken equal to 0.012 m) and the frequency is ω∗
= 2π/D∗.

The corresponding maximum wall velocity is U∗
= ω∗A∗. In the lines above and in the following, with superscript stars

we indicate dimensional variables.
The presence of a scleral buckle is modeled as a bump located underneath the retinal flaps, with a length L∗ and a

maximum height H∗, with respect to the undisturbed level of the wall. The bump has the shape of an arc of a circle, with
radius R∗

0, smoothly connected to the flat wall with two arcs of radii R∗

fillet (see Table 1). The distance between the retinal
flaps and the wall is described by the function h∗(x∗), as shown in Fig. 1(b).
3
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Table 1
Parameter values used for the simulations and corresponding references when available.
Quantity Value Reference

Properties of the retinal flap

Density ρ∗

S 1300 kg/m3

Length L∗ 2.0 mm
Retinal thickness at the equator h∗ 120 µm Kolb et al. (1995)
Young’s modulus E∗ 0.24 kN/m2 Chen et al. (2014)
Bending stiffness K ∗

b = E∗h∗3/12 3.46 · 10−11 N m

Properties of the fluid

Density ρ∗

F 1000 kg/m3 Foster et al. (2010)
Dynamic viscosity µ∗ 1.065 · 10−3 Pa s Foster et al. (2010)

Scleral parameters

Height H∗ L∗/6, L∗/8, L∗/12, L∗/24
Radius R∗

0 0.634L∗, 0.797L∗, 1.144L∗, 2.225L∗

Radius R∗

fillet 5/16R∗

0

Clamping angle θ 33.56◦

2.2. Governing equations

The governing equations for the fluid and the structure are those found in Natali et al. (2018) and are only briefly
escribed here. We model the detached retina as a one-dimensional inextensible elastic filament of length L∗, with density
∗

S and bending rigidity K ∗

b , exposed to a viscous incompressible fluid of density ρ∗

F and viscosity µ∗, which is set into
otion by a periodic movement of the wall with maximum velocity U∗. The governing equations for the fluid, here given

n dimensionless form, are
∂u
∂t

+ (u · ∇)u = −∇p +
1
Re

∇
2u + f, (1)

∇ · u = 0, (2)

where f(x, t) is an appropriate volume forcing used to enforce the no-slip condition on the filament. The velocity field is
denoted by u(x, t), p(x, t) is the pressure field and Re = U∗L∗ρ∗

F /µ
∗ is the Reynolds number. Dimensionless variables have

een defined as follows: x = x∗/L∗, t = t∗U∗/L∗, u∗
= u∗/U∗, p = p∗/(ρ∗

FU
∗2), f = f∗/(ρ∗

FU
∗2
∞

/L∗). Here x = (x, y) ∈ Ω are
he Cartesian coordinates, with x and y denoting the streamwise and wall-normal direction, respectively, see Fig. 2. The
overning equations for a filament are written in a Lagrangian form in terms of the curvilinear coordinate s, that spans
he length of the filament. The equations of motion are

ρ1
∂2X
∂t2

=
∂

∂s

(
T

∂X
∂s

)
−

∂2

∂s2

(
γ

∂2X
∂s2

)
− F, (3)

where T = T ∗/(ρ∗

1U
∗2
∞
) is the dimensionless tension force along the filament axis, γ = K ∗

b /(ρ∗

1U
∗2L∗2) is the dimensionless

ending stiffness, ρ∗

1 = (ρ∗

S −ρ∗

F )a
∗ is the difference between the filament- and fluid densities, a∗ is the filament thickness,

and F = F∗/(ρ∗

1U
∗2
∞

/L∗) is the dimensionless Lagrangian forcing exerted on the filament by the surrounding fluid. The
inextensibility condition (see Huang et al., 2007) is expressed by ∂X

∂s ·
∂X
∂s = 1, and the tension force T is determined by

he inextensibility condition. On the right hand side of Eq. (3) the first two terms represent the tensional Fs and bending
erms Fb. The last term represents the Lagrangian forces exerted by the fluid on the structure. The value of F is evaluated
sing Goldstein’s feedback law (Goldstein et al., 1993) in order to impose the no-slip condition on the retinal filaments.
agrangian and Eulerian forces are linked through a convolution with a discretized version of Dirac delta function δ (see
eskin, 2002).

.3. Boundary conditions

Referring to the notation used in Fig. 2, boundary conditions for the fluid are given as follows; periodicity between
Ωl and ∂Ωr and {u · n = 0, ∂(u · τ)/∂n = 0} at ∂Ωtop and ∂Ωbottom (imposed symmetry), where n and τ are respectively

the normal and tangential directions to the boundary. Since the computational grid for the flow is staggered, no boundary
conditions for the pressure are needed (see Natali et al., 2016). Since the filament is clamped to a moving plate with a
given angle θ (see Fig. 2), Eq. (3) needs to be solved with proper boundary conditions, both at the clamped and at the
free edge:

X|s=0 = Xp(t),
∂X

⏐⏐⏐⏐ = (cos θ, sin θ ),
∂2X

2

⏐⏐⏐⏐ = 0,
∂3X

3

⏐⏐⏐⏐ = 0. (4)

∂s s=0 ∂s s=L ∂s s=L

4
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Fig. 2. Schematics of the numerical model. Flaps Γ1,2 (in red, initial condition in cyan) are clamped at a fixed angle θ to an underlying plate Π that
oves with a prescribed motion Xp(t). The initial distance between the filament tips is indicated with ∆. (For interpretation of the references to
olor in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)

he first and second conditions enforce the filament to follow the underlying moving plate and to be clamped with
given angle θ , while the third and fourth conditions state that the bending moment and shear at the free edge is
ero, respectively. The free edges are subject to an additional force ±kΣ (X1 − X2)|s=L (sign depending on the filament)
odeling the tip-connecting spring. The equation for the tension T is solved together with two conditions. The first derives

rom Eq. (3) and is given as

∂

∂s

(
T

∂X
∂s

)⏐⏐⏐⏐
s=0

= F + Fb + AP , (5)

where AP is the plate acceleration. The second describes the tension at the filament end T |s=0 = Σ(X1 −X2) The solution
procedure of the governing equations is identical to the one used in Natali et al. (2018).

2.4. Numerical discretization

The dimensionless computational domain is 6× 2.5 in the horizontal and wall-normal directions, respectively. A grid
convergence study was conducted comparing 3 different grids, increasing the initial grid by 50% twice. The second grid
was chosen for all simulations since the last increment in resolution only resulted in a 2% difference in the temporal
and spatial average of the distance between the retinal flap and the wall, see Eq. (7). The chosen grid is uniform in the
x-direction, with a grid spacing of 1/60. In the y-direction it is uniform in the region [0, 1.5], with a grid spacing of 1/40,
and stretched outside, with a constant stretching ratio of 1.1. The filament is made of 120 uniformly distributed points.
In order to reach a trade-off between CFL number for numerical stability (∼ 10−2) and no-slip enforcement (∼ 10−2),
the Goldstein’s feedback law coefficients have been set to β1 = −10 and β2 = −100. Note that these values can be
arbitrarily chosen as long as the no-slip condition is satisfied to a pre-defined accuracy. Before running the cases for the
current study a few cases from the article by Natali et al. (2018) were reproduced with high accuracy.

3. Results

At the beginning of each simulation the fluid is at rest and the filaments in the their relaxed position. After a transient
phase that lasts between 5 and 10 time periods, the solution becomes periodic and the results shown in the following
refer to this periodic phase of motion. Note that the non-dimensional time t has been normalized with the corresponding
period in this section.

In Figs. 3 and 4 we report various snapshots of the filaments configuration at different times within a cycle of oscillation,
for saccades with amplitude α = 8◦ and 15◦, respectively. In the figures we also report flow streamlines and the colors
show the pressure distribution. Each column in the figures refers to a given case and time progresses from top to bottom
(t = 0, 1/8, 1/4, 3/8, 1/2). In the leftmost column we show the dynamics of the filaments in the case of a flat retinal
surface, i.e. in the absence of a scleral buckle. The second and third columns refer to the cases of scleral indentations
with a different maximum height, equal to H = H∗/L∗

= 1/12 and H = 1/6, respectively. The imposed wall movement
is such that the wall velocity behaves in time like cos(2π t), therefore the velocity peak is at t = 0 (left to right) and at
t = 1/2 (right to left). Note that, owing to the numerical method adopted, we also solve a fictitious problem underneath
5
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Fig. 3. Filament position, flow streamlines and pressure (color; blue negative, white zero, red positive and the range is [−4:4]) for five time instants
n the case of 8◦ amplitude wall motion (zoomed view area close to retinal filaments). Time progresses from top bottom by columns. Each column
efers to a different height of the wall indentation: H = 0 (first column), H = 1/12 (second column) and H = 1/6 (third column). Non-dimensional
ime t has been normalized by the corresponding period. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred
o the web version of this article.)

he buckle; the solution there, however, has no significance and does not affect the solution in the fluid domain, thus it
hould be disregarded.
Since the filament is slender and very flexible its dynamics is very complicated, as shown in the figures. At certain

ime instants the pressure jump across the filament can be relatively large, which is what induces filament motion and
lso tractions at the attachment points. The dynamics of the filament is significantly modified by the presence of the
all indentation, as clearly shown by the snapshots of Figs. 3 and 4. In particular, the buckling of the filaments is more
ronounced in the presence of the wall indentation, especially when the indentation has a large amplitude (right column
n the figures). This seems to be a result of the filaments being attracted towards the wall by hydrodynamic effects, and
ffectively implies that, the filament remains closer to the wall during motion.
To quantify this effect we compute the spatial average of the distance in the y-direction between each filament and

he wall, defined as

h
(i)
(t) =

1
N

N∑
n=1

h(i)
n (t), i = left or right, (6)

where N is the number of the discrete material points of filament i. We plot the above quantity, normalized with its
undisturbed value h

(i)
0 (the initial value), versus time in Figs. 5 and 6. We note that values of h

(i)
(t)/h

(i)
0 smaller than 1

mply that, at time t , the filament is, on average, closer to the wall than it would be in static conditions.
6
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Fig. 4. Filament position, flow streamlines and pressure (color; blue negative, white zero, red positive and the range is [−4:4]) for five time instants
n the case of 15◦ amplitude wall motion (zoomed view area close to retinal filaments). Time progresses from top bottom by columns. Each column
efers to a different height of the wall indentation: H = 0 (first column), H = 1/12 (second column) and H = 1/6 (third column). Non-dimensional
ime t has been normalized by the corresponding period. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred
o the web version of this article.)

Fig. 5(a,b) shows that in the flat wall case (red dashed line) the filament is on average pushed away from the wall
hen wall velocity is large and attracted towards it otherwise. In all other cases shown in the figure, for wall bumps of
aximum different heights from H = 1/24 to H = 1/6, hydrodynamic effects clearly attract the filaments towards the
all and in all cases and for all times the quantity h

(i)
/h

(i)
0 is smaller than 1.

Interestingly, the situation is slightly different in the case of 15◦ oscillations, as shown in Fig. 6(a,b). In fact, in this case
nly sufficiently large wall bumps (large H) are capable of reducing the values of h

(i)
(t)/h

(i)
0 , which for small values of H

remains close to that corresponding to the flat wall scenario at all times. The difference in distance between the filament
and the wall in the cases of H = 1/12 and H = 1/6 can also be appreciated by comparing the second and third columns
of Fig. 4.

Finally, in order to estimate the overall effect of the buckle on the position of the filaments we take a time average of
h
(i)
(t) over the oscillation period to obtain

ĥ(i)
=

∫ 1

0
h
(i)
dt, i = left or right. (7)

The average distance of the detached retina from the wall is ĥ = 1/2(ĥ(left)
+ ĥ(right)).

In Fig. 7(a,b) we plot the value of ĥ(left) (a) and ĥ(right) (b) versus the wall indentation maximum height H∗. The blue,
reen and black curves correspond to three different eye movements, of 8◦, 12◦ and 15◦, respectively; the red curve
7
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Fig. 5. Normalized space averaged distance between the filament and the wall h
(i)

/h
(i)
0 (i = left or right) plotted versus time. Amplitude of wall

otion equal to 8◦ . (a) left filament, (b) right filament. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to
he web version of this article.)

Fig. 6. Normalized space averaged distance between the filament and the wall h
(i)

/h
(i)
0 (i = left or right) plotted versus time. Amplitude of wall

otion equal to 15◦ . (a) left filament, (b) right filament.

s relative to the flat wall case. Since we are considering the case of a periodic motion, left and right filaments have
pproximately the same dynamics, but with opposite phase. Thus, upon time integration their time and space average
istance is approximately the same. This is confirmed by Fig. 7(a,b), where the cases reported in panels (a) and (b) differ by
ess than 6%. Overall, the figure confirms the results shown earlier: hydrodynamics plays a key role in reducing the average
istance between the filaments and the wall. The effect of the wall bump under the filaments is to attract the filaments
owards the wall during motion. For small amplitude wall oscillations the average distance between filament and wall
educes smoothly as the height of the bump increases. On the other hand, for wall oscillations of a larger amplitude, the
ependency of ĥ(i) on H becomes highly nonlinear and the results suggest that only relatively large amplitude wall bumps
re effective in reducing the distance of the filament from the wall.

. Conclusions

In this work we propose a simple numerical model aimed at understanding the fundamental physics behind retinal
eattachment in presence of a scleral buckle. The model is based on a simple two-dimensional geometry: we neglect the
8
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Fig. 7. Integral over time and space average of average distance parameter ĥ(i) (i = left or right) plotted versus scleral height, (a) Left filament; (b)
ight filament. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)

urvature of the inner eye wall and model the retinal surface as a flat plate that performs periodic oscillations, which
epresent saccadic eye rotations. The detached retina is described as a thin elastic membrane, with a given bending
tiffness, clamped to the wall. We treat the liquefied vitreous as a viscous, Newtonian fluid. The scleral buckle is modeled
s a wall bump, located in correspondence of the retinal break and we study the effect of varying its height. The model
s based on assumptions made by various previous authors (e.g. Clemens et al., 1987; Foster et al., 2010; Natali et al.,
018) and we think that the key ingredients to explain why scleral buckling facilitates retinal reattachment are indeed
etained. The numerical simulations are based on the use of the immersed boundary method, which is particularly suited
or describing the interaction between a moving fluid and a slender solid body. The outputs of the numerical simulations
re pressure and velocity fields in the fluid and the dynamics of the filaments. The range of scleral heights used here
s large enough to demonstrate its effect on the filament dynamics and reattachment. Heights H larger than 1/6 are not
nvestigated since it was found that the filaments touch the scleral buckle at some point during the periodic motion. Since
model of two solid walls touching is not part of the present mathematical framework such large values of H are avoided.
The work is motivated by the clinical need of understanding the mechanisms behind retinal reattachment after scleral

uckling in the absence of fluid drainage, which are not entirely understood. Various authors have, however, attempted
o provide physical explanations based on basic fluid mechanics principles (Wong et al., 2018), such as Bernoulli’s.

Our work confirms that scleral buckling facilitates retinal reattachment. This is because a wall bump leads to change
f the stress acting on the filaments, resulting in a different filament dynamics compared to the flat wall case. The overall
esult is that, in the presence of a scleral buckle, the average distance between the retinal flap and the wall decreases,
hus inducing fluid expulsion from the subretinal space, which facilitates reattachment. The height of the buckle is found
o play an important role. In particular, for relatively large wall oscillations amplitudes a decrease of the distance between
he moving filament and the wall is achieved only if the wall indentation is large enough.

Though this work confirms the finding of existing simple models, it also shows that the physical interpretation of the
ole of a scleral buckling proposed by previous authors is somehow simplistic and that the dynamics of the filament itself
lays a fundamental role. This is difficult to predict without a model that explicitly accounts for filament motion.
As the model is based on various, quite strong simplifying assumptions, a complete picture of the mechanics of retinal

eattachment would require additional modeling work. In particular, future research should consider a more realistic
hree-dimensional, closed geometry and therefore a three-dimensional implementation of the immersed boundary
ethod. Though this endeavor is certainly possible nowadays, the numerical simulations would be very heavy. In this

espect the present work also has the value of showing what are the effects that are likely to matter most and of guiding
uture more sophisticated numerical works.
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