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‘Corneal deformation parameters provided by the Corvis ST.

CORVIS ST - PARAMETERS
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Highest Concayi
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eters per seconds [avs])
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ing the air pu (in millimeters)

Comea Thickness | Measurement of the coneal thickness (in millimeters)

1op Measurement of the intraocular pressure (in millimeters of Mercury [mmHg])
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