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Abstract

e The small incision lenticule extraction ( SMILE) with
femtosecond laser is a new mode of corneal refractive
surgeryrecently. The safety, efficacy, stability and
predictability of SMILE lead the corneal refractive surgery
to a new world that only use femtosecond laser to correct
myopia. With the development and popularity of SMILE,
the clinical effect has aroused much concern. But there
remain exited disputes in refractive stability, visual
quality and corneal biomechanical property, contrast
sensitivity and glare symptoms, corneal sensitivity and
dye eye, corneal endothelial cells and intraocular
pressure. These will be summarized in this review.
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