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Abstract

e High order aberrations have been a hot issue in the
study of vision quality with the application of aberraions
theory in LASIK. People want to correct high order
aberrations partly through custommed surgery to improve
vision quality. At the same time, assessment of contrast
sensitivity as an aspect of postoperative vision quality has
been widely used. We reviewed the application of high
order aberrations and contrast sensitivity function in
LASIK.
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