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Abstract

e The good effect of refractive cataract surgery depends

on a variety of factors, mainly  including

accuratebiometrics  before  surgery and accurate
calculation of intraocular lens (10L) power. The accuracy
of intraocular biometrics with abnormal eyes axis before
compared with the normal

the error of postoperative refractive state

surgery is lower. Moreover,
eyes axis,
prediction is larger, which brings great challenges to
obtaining the best postoperative visual quality. Recently,
new optical biometrics have been used clinically, and
individualized IOL power calculation formulas have been
developed and applied, which makes the choice of
intraocular lens power more accurate. This article reviews
the latest research progress on the measurement of eye
parameters and the selection of IOL power calculation
formula in patients with abnormal axial cataract in the
past 3a, in order to provide reference for clinical
application.
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coherence reflectometry, OLCR) JR B, H 1y A Ifi IR 7 FLAf
Mo BT HEHEIEOG A T W7 2 £ 4 (swept —source optical
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FIA B 6 B A S5 ELP 4858 A9 22 XA Barrett
Olsen Kane Hill-RBF /A &2 7£ Hill-RBF A= il ek
#EHY Hill-RBF 2.0 A4 Barrett 2320 H) i il e 4k 38
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