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Abstract

Keywords

Objective: To investigate the effects of bandage contact lenses on corneal irritation and wound healing after the
removal of delayed corneal iron foreign body. Methods: A total of 105 patients (105 eyes) with delayed removal
of corneal iron foreign body were divided into two groups. Patients in both groups received the removal of
corneal foreign body. Patients in group 1 wore bandage contact lenses after surgery, and their counterparts in
group 2 did not receive any further treatment after surgery except eye drops. The differences in eye irritation (at
1,3 and 7 d) and corneal epithelial healing (at 7 d) were observed between two groups. Results: The mean pain
score was significantly lower in group 1 than that in group 2 at 1, 3 and 7 d after surgery (all P<0.05). The rate
of complete corneal epithelial healing at 7 d was significantly higher in group 1 than that in group 2 (P<0.05).
Conclusion: Bandage contact lenses can accelerate the recovery of corneal wounds, improve the healthcare
efficiency and effectively alleviate eye irritation.
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