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[ Abstract] As a new biomechanical measuring instrument, corneal visualization Scheimpflug technology
(Corvis ST) integrates ultra-high speed Scheimpflug technology into non-contact intraocular pressure measuring
instrument. Corvis ST can dynamically record and analyze the corneal pressure form change and the biomechanical
change during the morphological reduction process. With a large number of basic research and a long time
accumulation of clinical data, The application of Corvis ST in ophthalmology was gradually carried out. This paper

introduced the biomechanical properties of the cornea and the application of corneal biomechanical measuring

e

instrument in ophthalmology, thereby providing a reference for related research.
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