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TUWIFhhDEREFHEE L FEERER A ZARE(PO-
AG)34 5 34 R, IEEEREFZAE(NTG)39 41 39 AR, 7
BONZIEH# 79 ) 79 BRIZ FDT full threshold C-20 7
07 % L%TTL, RAFEERR HFA EEFREFICHST 3
RERAR & FDT AR & # &L, EEEETHEBEGHE
FEHE LT,

W ORIIENEMEAEEY L1 HFA EEREHF T
O FDT O, S EE (3 POAG T&475.0%, 61.1
%, NTG T&%61.1%, 66.7% THBNIZXfL, EFE
HTOBBMEERIT11.4% TH - 1-.

#% & . FDT |3 HFA & V) BHAICIRREMEARSEEREE
#RHTE 3. (HEBSEE 105 © 488—493, 2001)
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The Ability of Frequency Doubling Technology to Detect Abnormality

of Visual Function in Early Glaucoma
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Abstract

Purpose : To evaluate the ability of the Frequency
Doubling Technology (FDT) threshold test in detect-
ing abnormality of visual function in early glaucoma
patients.

Subjects and Method : The C-20 full threshold
test of FDT was performed on 34 normal-tension
glaucoma (NTG) patients and 39 primary open-angle
glaucoma (POAG) patients with visual field defects
limited to the upper or lower hemi-field as detected
by Humphrey Field Analyzer (HFA) and on 79 nor-
mal control subjects. Optic disk findings and FDT
results corresponding to the intact hemi-field were
evaluated. FDT abnormalities in normal subjects

were calculated as false positive rates in FDT.

Result : The sensitivity and specificity of FDT,
calculated based on optic disk findings, were 75.0%
and 61.1% in POAG, and 61.1% and 66.7% in NTG,
respectively, while the false positive rate in normal
subjects was 11.4%.

Conclusion : FDT can detect glaucomatous func-
tional abnormality earlier than HFA. (J Jpn Oph-
thalmol Soc 105 : 488—493, 2001)

Key words : Frequency Doubling Technology, Thresh-
old test, Glaucoma, Early detection
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POAG* (n=34) NTG**(n=39) EH n=179)
FRGR) v oY 39~79 28~75 29~85
SR + e A 58.32+10.89 58.03£9.00 53.35+14.84
HEITO) vy —5.25~+2.25 —4.75~+2.0 —5.25~+2.75
SEIGE + AR = —0.92+2.69 —0.59+2.32 —0.90+2.04
TR %) 24110 27112 56 123
POAG*:primary open angle glaucoma, NTG** :normal tension glaucoma,
S + AR R
magnocellular pathway (M #il@;%) i the parvocellular .
I x5 &

pathway (P i fgR) I lERAK X W Z &£ 5™, MMl
REERER A PR N R E R I CEITH 2
ZEDPHIRE NS, &5, MIERIZESRRETIED
10 %% 502 CBES, REWEOD LN &Ens-1e),
Z OREEIIHEERYE & L TREINDPTWHEEEEL D 5
Zrdb MiilEREeEmEON S L F 2 s n b, TFEH
F X N7z Frequency Doubling Technology (FDT, Wel-
ch Allyn/Humphrey Zeiss tH82, (E) i M ffE% O
KERET H 5 frequency doubling illusion 2] U 7z &
T D, FERNERE O OH L WK
T L TEHIN TV S,

FDT ofgNEEHEREREERIEICOWT, Zh
% T2 Kondo 52213 11 IROIEHIRERENE 23 &R & L
C, Humphrey H&1{HE &t (Humphrey Field Analyzer,
H-FA, Humphrey Zeiss 1%, KE) TIEHF L HE S
7z BRI O B THRE I fiRE AR K (nerve
fiber layer defects, NFLD) 3% >7- 7D 5 b 6 T
FDT CTEE X HI N2 %2R, FDTIcX->T
HFA DIENC AR A S5 2 Mt © & 2 nlRetE %
gL Tw 3, %72, Brusini 5203 &R FEE 16 #,
EHAR AR 21 Bl 25k & LT FDT 2HE{T L, EIRFE
ED 10%, FEARED 67.7% 12 8EIEH S iz 2 L h
5, FDT o R igANREREE L L COBAEZERL
T3, F7z, lester 52 HIRERE B & U Octopus
P DS TEH 7 SEA R 41 #rf 15 411 ¢, FDT TEEH
MHEINTZEHREL TWS, 512, Quigley®®id HFA
glaucoma hemifield test CIEH % SeRkNE 33 BRM 2 iR,
B & ORI R 03 IEH 72 20 AR 4 AR FDT £
WRAONIZ LRRT WD, LaLeds, ZhETO
& Tld, HFA EEHREB CRE a5 FDT BHE 3%
B Tdb 2 hEPIT OB TORE i fTbh T
e, S, BrikEToudFnsiclEEEOR/BL
BRI fA ik N E (primary open-angle glaucoma, P-
OAG), IEHHREMS M (normal-tension glaucoma, N-
TG) 25k & LT FDT OfFNEE R IHEEE R E iR e
TEatd % & & IS & i, EiTO RIS R IE
HHEZNRE LT FDT i £RERHTFETICOW
THRETL 7z,

R IZ, LRTRIBEIZ T D POAG 2 34 f] 34 R,
NTG 23 39 1 39 R, 7% & OMTHxNER & i, JRIT,
HHOREREFESTIF9RTHY, BREAFEDG], IE
O E b, BMEHRI0.8LUL, EF+7DUNTH 2
(%1). POAG IFIEH AR A CHMRERESE Lt 3 2
REFEEND D, EEEREOIRES 22 mmHg DL ET
BolHER & LTz, NTG X HNEE) % & 0 /- JEIG R
DOIRES 21 mmHg AT Th -7 2 & 2w T POAG
LREFE L L7chs, FEE 2k LG 2 AR, K
ARHRBOBE, BLUYavy 2y, KEHMOBED
RWIERI & LTz, IEEE IXRITRE DA EZE N <,
MARIRERRE CHREREE N L, »D HFA O total
deviation, pattern deviation & HIZHEZEKR Y > RV
FEFITH %, BHEFIE HFA30-2 7077212k %
HEREERE 2B EORRETHY, EFEEHIT HFA
30-2 7 v 7 L% 2EETL, 2EEORKRICEED
uBlERA L. BRREREZ Y - —EE L S ORF
MR D 7 Wi T, HFA30-2 70 7 J AREDORRER,
Humphrey Statpac II T® pattern deviation 7 & TMNZ
total deviation IZ & 2 BHEERY RN ETWIN
POFHEIFIC T2 BV HFEFEFAZ SR E L,
FRNEIR, B X CIEHEE OV Fin (CF SRR 1$&
% POAG #358.32 ( = 10.89) m%, NTG #358.03 ( +
9.00) 7%, IEHEZED53.35(+14.84)5%, FEHTIZR L
—0.92(%£2.69)D, —0.59(£2.32)D, —0.90(+2.04)D T
Hotz. FAEERO HFA 12 1) % mean deviation (MD)
13 —14.8~+4.0 CE¥HME £ FHERZ, —3.844.5)dBT
Hoiz,

%512 FDT @ Full Threshold C-20 7*'v 7' 7 A
AT L7z, %8, FDT TR —7D N OEITEE T
WEIEBARETH S Z L SMBICBL CIBEE2{TD
Bipo 72, MELCKLTEFDT DA 7 ) —=> 77
a7 AER 2 EfTV, FDT BE 2 HE S ¥,
F H IcBfE#RE C-20 7 v 77 A% 2 [\fTw, 2EEOD
EREITRRE UCERA L, £/, EHETER, &
M, s 2 BoRE L bic, $C0OEEEOR
W DERITHRE L, 2 BIHBRE CEBEEIMEWFIE
SRM SR LT, %8B, FDT MEGER & obigic
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1 Frequency Doubling Technology (FDT) Dt&Z&
#i# & Humphrey Field Analyzer (HFA) D& &5 H
DX,

HFA O##E& P 2 FDT OMAEP & on S 8 5 72
DL 20 EE 17 70y 7 ZHEI L& L O HIE %
RO THEE L 72,

Wiz HFA BEMRE ISR, EFERE b2 FDT &
EH 1 2 AN OHE THEBEAR RS 30% K, %5
1, koY 20% A0 O FHEME O & LR E R R & R
Frxtge & U7z, FDT & HFA OMAEREE O BB L
T, &4 O MD OB, I3 2 A NALE O BE O
HHES # 85 L7z, FDT & HFA TOMEIALE O BIME
DHEEIC Y725 Cid, FDT & HFA TI3BRERHZ 5
MR BEEENE R 5729, FDT OMBHFHTH % F
020 Bizxtind 5 HFA OfE#E % FDT @ 17
RISHIRE 7217 7ay 7 i25E L, &7 0y 7HO
HFA O E %Ko FDT ORME & g L7z (K 1).
%72, FDT TORFEHRY v RIVERIZOWVWT, &
AR T HFA IE5 AR & HFA 2% EHE 50
TZOHBEEZRE L, EEHCIXFDT EEMB X
(BREHER) 2ROz, & 612, BNERO HFA IE%H¥F
HIFICBL T, SIS 2 RO RERT R OE R Z i
XFEHE X U C FDT O E, FREZEHLL. &5,
FRAREIR T HFA IEH A% IC 5 10 5 FDT SERH
B L VCIEEE TOBBGERERICY 2> TIF FDT £
WOEBEMERY RV 5 %A, 2 %KM, 1 %KD
Z0IF 0. 5% KRB ENZTNIFEULEFEET 20D 4
BEOICOWTHET L 72, HFA &2 0 E# 13 Humphrey
Statpac Il T® pattern deviation IZ & 2EEY > RV
2% AW 1AL L HFEET 2EAERE £ Lz, £,
HFA IEEFHEFIC B 2 FDT ARG R & Gk &
LOHEIZOWT Y, FDT 8 0EHE 2 Bk & [,
HEF S VRV 4D I3, BT R 2L L
T, #HEHEHO FDT OBE L RRE 2RO, 25,
AR R D W T ARIR BB E R (3-DxNM, NI-
DEK) 72 & UM scanning laser ophthalmoscopy (SLO,
Rodenstock #-8, ¥ A V)E % HWvw T, RAESNK
HYER (SS) 3 FDT 38 & O HFA OfE#R %2~ X 7 L7k
HECNFLD, bayoneting, FalM#iK, notching, undermin-
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HFA MD (dB)
2 #FAFEEE FDT & HFA @) mean deviation (M-
D) »ERS.

FDT & HFA ® MD 2 i3EEHEE» 5 - 72 (P<0.0001
r=0.56).

ing 7¢ £ DxNEERMRRE T R OFEZHE L k.
BT A0SR € FDT T b BZE SR S W5 E
WA, HAEEET RVIER T FDT T 21 M &
NixipolegG e AR L Lk,

|11 ES

SHEROERS, JEYT, MRS POAG #, NTG#,
IEEBEOMICHEIZE 3 R0 5 72 GHGD 28 t BRE).

EAMRERTo FDT & HFA £ @ MD 12 i3G5 & M
(p<0.0001 r=0.56)HH->7-(F2). FDT & HFA &
TR 57 ay 7 HEOBED KT, #HEIRTO
HFA IE% 4%, BEPHE L ICEE LM &4
p<0.0001 r=0.34, p<0.0001 r=0.59) %3 - 73 (4
3, 4), EFFHETLVMHEE MEr 57, IEEETOD
BT 2 7wy 7HOBEORETH FDT £ HFA ®©
BIME I 1A E 2 AHEI (p<0.0001 r=0.52) 235 - 7=,

FDT & HFA T8 EHMNO—H MO Ti1x, H-
FA BEEEHBFIZBWT FDT B4 IEHE L k- 20k
POAG T2HR(5.9%), NTG T1HR(2.6%) TH->7-.
TR REARIE R R IC B 10 2 BERHERS L CERHIC
BU 5 BEHRIZ, FDT THEXRY VRV 5 %R 1
A FFET 2 b DR 8E & L6, POAG TT76.5
%, NTG T 74.4%, IEHHE T26.6%, WHERY > KL
2 %Ki T 13 POAG T58.8%, NTG T 46.2%, IE#H
FT11.4%, WEERY VRN 1 %K TIE POAG T52.9
%, NTGT41.0%, IEHET7.6%, R > KNL0.5
%R T3 POAG T 32.4%, NTG T10.0%, EH#H
T0%ThH-72(2).

AR T HFA IE5FHEFIC 81 % FDT ARG
B AR R L O—BE I O » T OMETHE R T,
FDT THESR > > Rv 5 AR 1L EFAET 2 b D
L LGB ORE, FRREIIE&LZPOAG T 93.7,
38.9%, NTG T 88.9, 38.1%, HEZS > AR 2% A
T3 &% POAG T75.0, 61.1%, NTG T61.1, 66.7
% Thotz. Flz, WERY VRV 1%KITIIEZ POAG
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3 #ANFEER ) HFA EEE 4188 T FDT & HFA
N7 0y 2k DOREDIREES.
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HFA(dB)

4 HFA ER$EHTHOFDT t HFAD7Owv o
& DRMENER.
MiE W B R H - 72 (p<0.0001 r=0.59).

%% 2 Humphrey Field Analyzer (HFA)IE % 3 %R %% T O Frequency
Doubling Technology (FDT) ZEERE L S IEEENARGEE

FDT TORFEHEEY »Rfr* POAG(n=34) NTG®n=39) IEHEHMO=79)
P<5% 26(76.5%) 29(74.4%) 21(26.6%)
P<2% 20(58.8%) 18(46.2%) 9(11.4%)
P<1% 18(52.9%) 16 (41.0%) 6( 7.6%)
P<0.5% 11(32.4%) 4(10.3%) 0C 0%)
FIRYYRASTEN ERBE LG FDT ®RE 32 B FEHE(%)

R 3 BAERETZFEF CORGREAMR2EEL L FDT ORES LUHEE

FDT TOEEHERY » R * SRR+ PR B
POAG(n=16) NTG(n=18) POG(n=18) NTG(n=21)
P<5% 93.7 88.9 38.9 38.1
P<2% 75.0 61.1 61.1 66.7
P<1% 75.0 55.6 72.2 71.4
P<0.5% 37.5 16.7 72.2 95.2
LAY YRV IEMEHRIRL G EERE LTS HAL%

n: POAG % % it NTG CTHLHHERT R

T75.0, 72.2%, NTG T55.6, 71.4%THhV, Ry
VARV 0.5% K TIEZ 4 POAG T37.5, 72.2%, NTG
T16.7, 95.2%TH -7z (3£3).

v #%

HFA T ETWwIh» CHEREEPRE T % POAG,
NTG Zxt5R & LT FDT O FHAE B AR S i BE
J1RME L 72 #55E, POAG @ 76.5%, NTG D 74.4%
T HFA IE# 851 FDT ToO R (BEHERY v R
W5 %) pskEH s, FDT » HFA X v BN REEE
BHRERE 2R L Cw A agEEA RS iz, LT,
Z OfWEER HFA TEEF B TO FDT FE DWW T
PAPRRAT R & bl U 7550, IR R BB I 9 2 fi
BN ZE 2 B 5 72 POAG IR D 93.7%, NTG
AR 88.9%C FDT EH (REMEY » RV 5 %) 3
ENTWw3B I ehs, FDT » HFA X v BEICigE
MERBEERTE 2L TWABRMERIEVEEZ N

PE** () B % v i3kt (FrL ) DHR%L

7z,

FDT O F AR AREERSRERE SR EEE ) IC D Ww» T,
312 Kondo 52008 % L FREIC E w3 hao HFA
EHEEHEZ2ET 2 NTG 2% LT FDT 853K
Han8IRP6IRTNFLD 8h -7 2 L ZHEL T
WB A, BAEREEE O W 4RF 2R Ty FDT TRE
I N TE Y, FDT BE BB TH - - laetk
BEHEETE R ol TR LT, 4[E POAG, NTG
AR & &, BT ARETH 2 IEHE A TIRIZOWT
FDT AR5 2 Mat LR T, MRy Y RLr5%
s T EHER L 72 b 0 2 8E & Ua b
KX 26.6%THY, HEAEIRIEEFRE O FDT 8%
W H = (POAG #876.5%, NTG #874.4%) 2t~ THY
SMITIEL, FERY VRNV 2, 1, 0.5%KECHEL
72BETYH, BICRNERERFEHEFICHE T 5 FDT &
HRNIEHEOBBERIC NG OERTH - 2.

¥ 72, #kWEERO FDT & HFA oBfE B L Tl



492

@ MD & X < HHBIL 7248, HFA IER LT & B4
FIZHE LT 7 ay 7 EOBREEBRE LR TIE,
HFA BHEHEEICB T 2WHEOMEBEICH~T, HFA
EFEPHETCOMBEMEVER E 257, 2O L,
HFA E#¥Th D eh s FDT BHENL s iz 2
ERRBLTWB EHEZHNS, IR L TIEERET
& HFA B & FDT R & 2k <MHBILTH Y, 2D
Z ke, BNER HFA IEEPERE O FDT & 0
% T RENBEE AR R RE R E 2 I L T w3 2 &
BHEES NS,

Z[aE], HFA IEHPHRE IR IG T 2 R R
X POAGER® 47.1%, NTGHIR®D 46.2%ThH b, WE
ORIz EIEX R L, X512, POAG & NTG L 0 TH
PHERFIT R % MR B E & U 72 )% 1k POAG T 93.7%, N
TG T 88.9% (FDT BEMEFR Y > RV 5 %Al & MH
ORCES P51z 2 e o, FDT BB
FrRZRBL Tw3 E#E 2z ohie,

%72, FDT BHEMERY VRV 5 %R, 2 %, 1
%A, BB\ IE 0.5% AT DA EHE THRENEEIRIEH
B COFRMREEEE CORERNE L IEEIRTOBE
MR R U R T, R YRV 2%H 50T 1
% AT TRENBEIEH A IC B 1T 2 BERERIE L,
EHEHICBI 2BEEEMEL o/ 2 &6, FDT
BEOEHRLELT2%H5 031 %22 DONZY &
Ezohi-.
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