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Research status of corneal morphology and biomechanics
after corneal refractive surgery
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Abstract With the improvement of science and technology and the improvement of surgical methods, corneal refractive
surgery has become the main way to treat myopia. The changes of corneal morphology and biomechanics after
corneal refractive surgery are of great significance for early detection of postoperative complications and also
affect the long-term stability after corneal refractive surgery. There are some differences in the changes of aspheric
parameters and biomechanical properties in different surgical procedures and different postoperative recovery
stages. Clarifying the reasons and mechanisms of these changes can provide some reference for clinical research.
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