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ATERRZER AR
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B ®:ETERESZAENTGED, #EREEE
(cone ERG) ® photopic negative response (PhNR)
DEEEIRETTT B Z L.

MR EHE I NTG BEFI0RENRE L, RE
FEPR THEIT & N T 2 REEREH THARIBIRER (cone
ERG) #5288k L 7=. PhNR O IRIE & T8 2 /BEF % tR 5718
B&l, EEXBEEEL-. PhNR OiRiE & R
FLEERRM B £ UEHERREFETIC & » TRH S h-REES
DFEE L NIEBRARICOWLWTHKRETL 7=,

¥ 8 :NTGE 0 PhNR OiRIEIE, IFHXIEREEIC
EEARTHBICET L TW(p<0.05). PhNR OiRIE

&, BEMREFEHC L > THRHS W -AHEENEES &
UBZILEERAM & ORI T AR 2 BRARARIE A h >
7.

W RIBAETHTEIATULWIERHSEGETESNT:
cone ERG o PhNR O ¥RiglIE, NTG BB # R En#H
DEELETEMENICE B A D ZEHFIEETH 1=, (HEES
55106 : 481—487, 2002)

F—7—F ! EFREFARE, #RERX, Photopic neg-
ative response

Photopic Negative Response of Eyes with Normal-tension Glaucoma

Yasutaka Gotoh
Department of Ophthalmology, Twate Medical University School of Medicine

Abstract

Purpose . The purpose of this study was to inves-
tigate the behavior of the photopic negative re-
sponse (PhNR) of cone-induced electroretinogram
(cone ERG) in patients with normal-tension glau-
coma (NTG).

Methods : Cone ERGs were recorded from 30 eyes
of 30 patients with NTG according to the recording
conditions of the International Society for Clinical
Electrophysiology of Vision protocol which is now
widely used in clinics. The amplitudes and implicit
times of the PhNRs were measured and compared
with normal controls. I further attempted to find a
correlation between the PhINR amplitude loss and
the cupping/disc ratio representing a loss of the
nerve fiber layer and severity of visual field defbct.

Results : The PhNR amplitudes recorded from
patients with NTG were significantly reduced com-
pared with those from normal subjects(p<0.05).
However, the PhNR amplitude loss did not correlate
with the cupping/disc ratio or the severity of visual
field defect.

Conclusions : The Results suggested that the
PhNR amplitude qualitatively reflected ganglion
cell loss in patients with NTG even under recording
conditions which are widely used in the clinical field.
(J Jpn Ophthalmol Soc 106 : 481—487, 2002)
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Photopic negative response (PhNR) i, &R0
[ (cone-induced electroretinogram, cone ERG) @ b
WK < B Rk 4> & L ¢ Viswanathan 591 L - T
&Nz, PhNR ORIRHS YV O EEFENERIC B

[}

WTET L Z &, BI U VDIEEIRAD tetrodoto-
xin(TTX) O T FE S 12 £ > T PhNR 28§ L 72 2
&V 5, PhNR GO EifIles L 027 Y 7l
MNZORFETHIVEEINT WS,

PhNR %, FEFERBEEARKNE (primary open-angle
glaucoma, POAG) BRI B W CIRIE 2 BZ W L, RIg
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159 OFEE X Humphrey HEIREET (Humphrey Field
Analyzer : DI'F, HFA) Z WL #IHBREIC L S
HFEEORE L EREICHET 2292 N3 TIKR &
NnTws, 2O—kK7T, POAGHETIX PhNR DO HRIE X
BREEED LW EomEdH Y, HKAKIRO PANR
RIEOWIFCOVTE SR 2R BLETH S,

Viswanathan & 23 H O N T OIRONE S FEFRIEL
2 & o> TC, Colotto 5IHBEELT O HEEHBEE
JEFRIEIC & > TE oz b b OFAEIRD cone ERG
@D PhNR 2D W THE L T3, %72, Cursiefen ¢
FHEBERLETOHELHEE L OFOE R T OB
B8 X > T cone ERG #3504k L, PhNR 2 1l
U7z bR HE < BRI D W T, & b ORRANEER 2
SR IIZHET L T 5, Viswanathan 57, Colotto 52
B £ U Cursiefen 5YDORIFSEM1E, EERERERES
A%< (International Society for Clinical Electro-
physiology of Vision, ISCEV) DE#ES435%: (proto-
co) NTHEZI N T W B cone ERG DRIIBISE & 13 87%
20T, ISCEV @ protocol IZftVvs, EEK T—Iz W
SN TW5AMBET ST OO HREREIC L > T8
$# X N7z cone ERG @ PhNR 12 DWW T OME & LET
b5,

Z ZTHENE, RMREES POAG LIZIZFMEOME
BEZEL9E s Tw 5 EHEBRERANE (normal-ten-
sion glaucoma, NTG)RZx5 & LT, ISCEV O pro-
tocol IZfE - 7o HEAF LT O HEEEHERIBIC & 5
cone ERG %08 L, #® PhNR O#RiEIC DWW CIEH
SR ORI L7z, £72, NTGHR® PhNR D #E
g & AR LM B L CHEFESE ORE & OMHBERR
WCDOWT HIRES L 72,

|| QDS SSRNOip-S

1.8 2

R, MEOAR L FEETSICHHL CRER2E
7o NTGREBLUVIEEETH- 7. NTGEREL T
38~69(53.9+10.6, FHFEEmIEmERE KD, Bt
12 1 12 B8, 2k 18 1 18 ERdET 30 41 30 HR (BAF, NTG
) Tholz., WIBKSE X UZNBEOHIE D ZZRO
REAHEIZ 21 mmHg UFC, BEBMEATHD, A
PR AR ALIEREM 6 & OHRERME R IR, 2 )it d
LHBFEERLETLREZ NTGE L Lz, EiTHEIE—
5~+5D, MIEHEIIZ 0.8 A EThH 57, HIIRHICHE
Friid e <, FHEBENXED S 5, KEEIZEHED 2 ViX
TR O HEBPRIBE D D 5 ZEAMERIFEANET, A
A% O 13 Emery-Little 5348 T Grade I LR TH -
7o, WETARICREIZ o Tz, WRIBZARBESNT
BV, IRFEIZ10~17mmHg TH-7-. AREFMZE
OIRBIFM OB EZ 2 <, MMOREHER S Lok,

B O JRITEE UM IXIRBR B D o v 32~65(50.6

HIR&3E 106 % 845

+12.0) D, LB H5 R, 25615 IRoE
10 41 10 AR %2 TR HREE (LA, IR & L,

2. HEELURENEIE

WiHE OGIRE X HBIEHR 2 8IE L -k, #Hiv=E
H4HE 2 HFA @ Swedish Interactive Thresholding Al-
gorithm (LA F, SITA)standard 24-2 % f v Tl L
7z. AR TR EEOHETHEL - 48 % HFA #% &
BEFR L 72, 2 OB ESE ORE %, mean deviation
(MD) # & O pattern standard deviation(PSD) T¥|E
L7z, BRE % Goldmann F3FAREEH 2 AW THIE L /2.
KT, TRYYPORERL CEAZEL 8§ mm Ll
%5 LD CHEEL TIREXBZEL, MRS
SHOHEE SO C/D lLEEHEIL 72,

3. ERG sk

WHRICHEBA Fv 77 ahf v (R F Y —1®) 25
RU ChRBeL 72, BAEMIE, ABFES 14— N (NSPW
310 AS, HE{bZETSEAESE 1 R 4,000~9,000 K) N
Bary 7 by AEEMREW-102, XA 3 —HH) %
Auv, EFeFyzFrieiro—2(Rary—iLe)%
B L CHMRD AR FicEEE L, 77— 7 CRRER S 1 [
E L7z, FEERS L BRI I3 IRIK IR ERSE 2
v, AEIEMISETERS I, BB OFZRICEE L
7z, Z D%, 40 cd/m*OEHEIET 10 S FHIBANES L, BE
NEJG %2 HERFF L 72 £ % cone ERG D&k 2 BRIA L 7-.

BEEM O HFN S 1 4 — Nid, light emitting diode
(LIF, LED)FG3E@E (WLS-20, X4 I —#H8) 2w
THNES BT, FIEOHERE 1,000 cd/m?, HHEEH 3 msec
ORI HERIE, B & ORIBOEE & 100 cd/m?, 55 FRF
300 msec @ 5= WF R 8 D 2 FEEH O R ¥z X - T cone
ERG % E# & ¥, Hi# % brief-flash cone ERG, #%
% long-flash cone ERG & IEFRL 72, HIEEIEE 32 [H],
FIEAEE 1 1 Hz & U7, ERG S8k 0 B EeE1% 0.5
~1,000 Hz O#ifH & L7z, 56 N0 2B FEALHE
EEE (Neuropack, MED 5210, HAYLEHS) % Fw
TIEL, ZOWEExidsfliciiic Lz, SEITAIRO
FERO D 2B HE & U TR L.

4, RFIEB t BEERTE

Brief-flash cone ERG ® a, b ¥ X UF PhNR &,
long-flash cone ERG @ a, b, d#& ¥ & tf PhNR iz D
W, ZOiRIE & THAER 25 L7z, PhNR ORIE
TEARD S b IckE S BHEKSORTRETEL, TH
VI IR O BRtE ) 5 PANR OB T A TORM &
L7z(1).

NTG #d PhNR 2 IER# & b3 2 iy, HFA
PRWIZHEREIC XL > TES NIz MD OfEIZ £ - T,
NTG #%, 0~—2.0dB % mild visual field defect (1L
T, mild VFD)FQ0#110R), —2.0~—5.0dB % mod-
erate VFD #£(10 %1 10 iR), —5.0dB LA T % severe
VEFD (10 1 10 AR) 122348 L 7=,
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A. Brief—flash cone ERG

PhNR
50 uV

50 msec

B. Long—flash cone ERG
EEAR

1 EEXERER & ERREFARE(NTG) RO #iE R
HEIREX (cone ERG) i,
A : brief flash cone ERG, B : long flash cone ERG
TEH SRR & i U ¢, NTGHEObrief- # & UMlong-
flash cone ERG @ photopic negative response (Ph-
NR) OHRIE I3 L T e,

PhNR O iRIE &, $HA&EALER Mo C/D H, HFA
REF D MD B X O PSD & OHBEEEERIC D Wi, B
ST E R, BEUREREO p E2S0.05 Ki§ORE, AEX
FIBERIMR DV & L7z, EIES L OTEAERO NTG IR &
EEEEE OB OB EZRHEICIE Mann-Whitney @ U #
ExHW, pEX0.05 KA EEEDLD £ L7,

|11 R

1, IEEE L NTG 20D cone ERG iEH

EFEHBIUONTGHOZ 1D cone ERG O ¥
1A, Biz/r L7z, Brief-flash cone ERG(K1A)
DW¥IEE, Fe L Ta, b, bIicH < BHEES TH
% PhNR & L OV i J CHER & LTz, Long flash cone
ERG(M1B) o ¥ # ik, £ & L Ta, b, PhNR,
dEBITiIETER SN TW,

2, cone ERGOIRES L UTHAERFIZE TS ES

AR NTG B&EH & DiEE

1) Brief-flash cone ERG

EEEBEI10R & NTG @ mild VFD, moderate VFD
B X U severe VED# D Z 1L £ 4 10 IR @ brief-flash
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(uV) _
140 7 1R

60 B T

aik b & PhNR

X2 EHESEEE & NTGEBICH T S brief-flash
cone ERG OFHIRIES & UFHTE =B8R,
NTG O # D PhNR OHRIE D & 53 IEF S EEE & H
ML TAERIIETLTWw ., % 1 p<0.01
B : mild visual field defect (VFD) #, > moderate
VFD #, B : severe VFD #, [ : IEH 5t

cone ERG @ a, b ¥ & ¢ PhNR OEIES L OTHSE
RFDFIgfE & EEHEREB L O pfEEER 1, REB X
UTHERRE O HE L FHERE L2 2 R L7z, NTG
DEFED ady, BLUDbEOIEES & OTHABRILIE
WHEOMT, BRREN L »ol. PhNR OIRIR
(VI P BT I IEE T 44.427.9TH S
DXt L, mild VFD #T 27.3+£5.1, moderate VFD
FET29.3+£7.7, severe VFD#T29.8+5.1 THD,
NTGOWThOMTHIEFHE LB L TER I (p<
0.0DIETLCw, LaL, NTGOEEFHEDRM TIX
PhNR ORIBICHEZ X 7% 2> 7z, PhNR O TH 5 I F
BT RNTORMTIERRE S B L TERERZEN Mo T2,

2) Long-flash cone ERG

EHEFI00R £ NTG © mild VFD, moderate VFD
B £ severe VFDFE D Z 1L £ 1110 ER @ long-flash
cone ERG ® a, b, PhNR B X ' d HDOIEIES X O
EARRFOFHE EAFERES X U pEER21C, R
M3 & OTHAERF O HE L MR E 2 3 1R L Tz,
NTG O&#HD a, bk L O dFEORES X CTESE
FRIZEEH OB T, AELENZ»>7:. PANR O
RIE (V2 Pl AT HERR ) L IEH BT 46.0£6.9 T
HBHDIEFL, mild VFDFET27.94+3.6, moderate
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HiR&EE

106 & 8%

=1 IEENERE & EEREFAE (NTG) B8 IZH (T 3 brief-flash cone {BREXE K DOIRIE
CIERBROPETRERES LU pE
a ¥ b ¥ PhNR
R (V) THAERE (msec) b A} TE R I b A TE R IE
TEH R 32.3+4.1 16.7£0.9 103.9£21.6 32.6x1.4 44.3£7.8 59.4+8.4
mild VFD 31.5+6.8 18.0+1.6 110.9+24.1 32.6+1.4 27.3£5.1 53.1£8.1
pfE 0.82 0.08 0.52 0.85 0.0002 0.06
moderate VFD 27.7£5.1 16.2+1.8 97.7£19.9 31.6%£1.3 29.3+7.7 54.9£8.4
pfE 0.10 0.31 0.79 0.21 0.001 0.21
severe VFD 29.1£5.1 16.5£1.8 106.624.1 32.6x1.6 29.8%£5.1 55.3%=10.3
pfE 0.23 0.71 0.85 0.97 0.0006 0.32
PhNR : photopic negative response VFD : visual field defect
(V) & 12 cone ERG ® PhNR oiRifg & C/D tt, MD & X ¢* PSD
50 1 £ OHBEARIMRD 77 7 %R L7z, Brief flash cone ERG
] @ PhNR o #E1ig 1% C/D k. (r=0.07, p=0.71), MD(r

40

JEmERF

3 IEEEXEEE & NTG &I & 1T 5 long-flash
cone ERG OFHIRIES & UFHTE S8R,
NTG D£&#: D PhNR OH#RIE D & 53 IEF S BE: & H
BLUTHRIIETL TWe, % 1 p<0.01.
B : mild VFD #, > moderate VFD &, B : se-
vere VFD B¢, [ IEEXHREE

VED#T 26.0£4.2, severe VED#T27.8£3.5Th
D, WIFNORETHIEFR LB L THEREIC (p<0.01)
EFLTw, L, NTGOBHEOMTIRIEEZER
Z2dpo 7z, PhNR OTHAERIZ T X TORETIERRE L
gL CHEEER»r o7z,

3. PhNR oiRiE & RAEILERM S L URTFES

& OERERMR
4 A< brief-flash cone ERG, 4 B 1Z long-flash

=0.02, p=0.93)H % W IE PSD(r=0.02, p=0.92) &
O HEXHEEIX %5 > 7z. Long flash cone ERG @
PhNR O #EiE & C/D b (r=0.07, p=0.73), MD@r=
0.22, p=0.23)H % Wi PSD(r=0.04, p=0.84) & D
FICEERMARI 2 h o 72,

v % %

ISCEV O protocol®TlZ, cone ERG i SXET
OHEXLHBFEMEAWTERHETA2I L LT3,
Viswanathan 57, Colotto 52% X Uf Cursiefen 5%
ISCEV 0 protocol® & %57 2 Rlliig412 X % cone E-
RG ® PANR iZDWTHRF L TWw5, Lo»L, 205
DORIBGAT 2 BET S 2HEIL, WRTREDITIHFS
nizwv, 22T, SRIBHERTEEICHVohTHWEH
I X 23T cone ERG 2528, 5 5Mh7- PANR
DEFERIGH 2R A7z,

HIEEDIR X 12D\ T, Cursiefen 213 scotopic thresh-
old response 23EL X 1 5 FEE D IEF 1255 WO % A
W cone ERG # 08k L, PhNR 2T 5 &Ko
DOIRIESFFAEIR TG L kv elmE L. Lo,
BN R © PhNR O IRIE 23559 9 % & L /2 Viswana-
than 2% & O* Colotto 1%, b ¥ DIRIE DI 1T K
7% 2RO = v CTw 5, PhNR ORIE = &9 2
Wid, BOWHIBERLETH S EF 2 o, RIMTIX
ISCEV @ protocol?iZ Hi 2 & 1L T \» % standard flash
Rz,

ISCEV @ protocol®iZ & % cone ERG T %, PhNR
DHEBI off [BEFEE L TO/NS 2GR TH % 1 0
HIRT %, off JBE X F & L Tl UsMg = = o
RCIR & L9, BANEIS %258 < 3 5 12fE-> T Z OIRIELIE K
329, SEAVAAEFET O 1 EORIEFEIE, Vis-
wanathan 52DFE LD b RKRE»ol, ZHIFHEBED
ERAIFOOT SR L RT3 2 BHIEG
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R 2 ERMEREE NTG BEICH (T long-flash cone MBIREX KR NIRIE L ARBROFHHECRERES LU p E

a b ¥ PhNR d ¥
RIE (u V) TERAIEKE (msec) RIE TEAS IR RIE TS v IR RIS TE TR
IEH I 24.6+3.0 21.2+1.0 28.147.1  34.7+1.7 46.1+6.9 67.0+11.4 33.4+4.8 320.7+2.6
mild VFD 23.3+3.5 21.4+1.4 25.4+5.6  35.1+2.8 27.9+3.6 66.1+9.9 33.5+5.0  322+0.9
p fE 0.50 0.68 0.41 0.94 0.0002 0.68 0.52 0.16
moderate VFD 19.84+4.9 20.841.7 25.5+8.0  34.2+2.6 26.0+4.2 64.2+10.4 25.6+5.7 322.0+1.9
p 0.06 0.57 0.70 0.52 0.0002 0.38 0.09 0.27
severe VFD 20.5+4.3 21.4+1.0 23.7+4.4  33.9+0.7 27.8+3.5 64.5+10.5 26.8+6.4 321.3+1.6
p 18 0.06 0.52 0.19 0.26 0.0002 0.41 0.13 0.68
A. Brief-flash cone ERG B. Brief-flash cone ERG
1.0 1.0
0.9 0.9
O 08_ " =mw Re) 08_ - = .
Y N
a 0.74 _ 0 Q 0.74 .
O 0.6 . wa . &) 0.61 -
0.5- . wmw 05_ aEmEE w
0.4 0.4
0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50
PhNR #R1E (1 V) PhNR #R1E (1 V)
01 07
—ol - ': —o- :=.
R - T
o a .
= —6j : = —67
—g —8;
—101 -, —101 .I_
0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 =20 30 40 50
PhNR 3515 ( V) PhNR 3R1E (12 V)
16 ] . 16 .
141 . . 14] L
— 121 P ~ 121 o -
B 10 - 3 10 -
(l% 8 | ‘-.\"'____‘ % 8] > ]
o g _— - o 61 ..-
4 44 .
24 2]
o 0 , : : : ,
0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50

PhNR $R18 (1)

PhNR 18 (1)

4 PhNR OiRiEE C/D tb$ & UREFEE & H1BRIRSR.

A ! brief-flash cone ERG, B : long-flash cone ERG

Brief-flash cone ERG, ¥ & Oflong-flash cone ERG D Wiz T, PhNR EIEE C/D bk X R

WEEDORE L DI ITERE 2MHBEBERIZ 2 o Tz,

MD : mean deviation, PSD : pattern standard deviation

BRI EHEZE I NS, Brief-flash iz & % ERG
TIRBHERKTH 2 1 113, B TH 2% PhNR ORIE
WHERLZ 2R H 5. L L, RIBCEORIBEE:
TR 2R UCEskd 5 L i d ¥ & & 12 PhNR
POSEETCE 29, %72, Colotto 5VIHAMEENTT

E O 28 B B8 J5 A Rl 8 % A W T, ISR e R AT 200
msec @ long-flash cone ERG #i#k L, PhNR & {HEF
BEE AL EHEL T3, 22 THHEI,

PhNR Z i J&»S 522 L %2> long-flash cone ERG & Ed$%k
L7z, ZOfEE, IEEIRO brief-flash B X O long-flash
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cone ERG ® W31 T % PhNR 28HABRIZ 3 L 72 28,
long-flash cone ERG Tix PhNR OIRIEDHIENE S T
bolz, iz, HEEELT CHENEHEREIC X -
T 5 N7z cone ERG 2 k5T % PhNR OEGFR A I
AJRETH 5 T L HYHIBEL 72,

PhNR %, ¥V 0O EEBRPRARER CHIRIEZHC % 2
&, MRREES X OO0 7~ 27 U UHllE & R E
OMIfEDF V) T A F VB Tay 735 TTXO
WOMTFHREAC L->THEHETSYZ L, 72, ERG
DD 55 D7) 7RO K 253 2 8D >
DA F O DORYTFARE A S PhNR %@ IR 12 11 5 &
¥ 3VZ &6, PhNR GHRHMEOEE S L U 2h
S 7 THIFROBAIES Z DRIFETH 2V S h
T3, t bDOFNEIRD 5 WIFIRE AR TIE, MR
HIfIA A L1019, 7 ) 7HIfg bR S 51929 2
EDRHERIN TS, BidblLz & 51, & »® POAG
AR T3 PhNR O#RIEIZEECIE T L, HFA 1K L 321
FEEORE L AR CHET 2 L O®ENT TITR
ENTWw3, NTG X POAG L I IZEIEO R MRESE
W2 253, W ORWIFERRROMEIIME D2 1c X
299L TN T3, ®XI1FNTGIRTS PhNR O#EIE
N POAGIR L EfRICIE T L, ZDREEIX HFAHREO
EEORE LMHBET 2 RS H 5 L HE 2 1-DT, Kk
T NTG HR® PhNR OHRIEIC DWW THRET L 7z,

S E O T NTG IR 2 8 \» T PhNR 0 #EIF i3,
POAG IR L R ICEREICHEI L Tz, Bl L7z &
912, NTGIHR & POAG IR T f e o B 2% 1%
ZF—TdH Y, NTG T b HEEHa R L1919, 7
) 7S EE SR L TV B ATREE S H 5202, &5
2, RN & 2 R EEkEE I3 ) Tl B D
% glutamate WIEREDE TS L TWw B3P L § &
nTsY, HEFEESHET BT, 7V 7k
TCEEEINTWE Z L bR IR S, SROWE
T, MREEHES L 07 TR ORETH D £ &
N Tw % PhNR ORIESME T L7z 2 & 1%, PhNR 2
NTG 2 X 2 e s £ 07V 7 Hifd O REE 2 Kk
LTWBHAREEERL TW 5,

AR LB M O FEEE A3k PNREHR O pigk [ 5 % SO 3
2 2 EFEERIIC b BRI B AR & LT W 520720
723, 4[E 0 NTG R PhNR O#EIE & C/D H. & OofEic
1%, Viswanathan 523 X tf Colotto 51 X % POAG
ROWE L3R LY, BELHBABEGEIES Lo
2. 202 EiF, AEXALTEREIE O PhNR Tl
BRAFERMOBEL2E 520N EVWI ERZRLTWS,

PhNR D#EiE & MD ¥ & O PSD 2 5 A /- HEEE D
BRELPHEL CuZarokzl EOHELLE LT, POAG
ENTG £ OREFEERRNDOBICHED b 2 L D2~
DB, TOZENEELTWwEAREEND S, T
bbb, MD2—15dB L EOFIE » & i NTG iR

HIR&3E 106 % 845

TiE, FEHEL»S 100 LROHTREFICEEZET 2
SEN POAGHR L 0 bE <, FEHRAEETIE LD EY
Baz2b DI EBHEEINTWE®3, 5% ), NTG
IRCTIZREAT AR EMEORENE TR T <,
POAGHRCI NTGHR &l L ¢, M AEDFTH W
REMBEOEESELCLT VWO T, POAGIRO AT
PhNR DO #RIEH i SRk O E S AHBI L 9w
ZEWEZ NI, Fiz, REEFOEVHFEEE LT
# 2 o5hlz. Viswanathan 5213 BEAOE NGB X O]
BOEB R O K6 2 #EiE L, PhNR OIRIE 2 8
mEwirmgEERsH 5 LTS, 7, Colotto 59
FHRBEIPA 2 HFA OREFICITElLE ¥ 5 72 01 E B
AW T W3, 207, KROREESEETES
72 PANR O#EIE L v & Viswanathan 523 X UF Colo-
tto BYDRIEATHE S N7z PhNR OHREIE D J57 31k
HHIREE ORE S HE LT o - WREE R H B L b
R,

P E»s, BEBEKRTHY SN TWBREEETES
1% cone ERG @ PhNR iz & 5T, NTG IR D % &
MOEEL2EMMNIZES 2B 2 BB NICES
7z. L2 L, PhNR OIRIE & HEFEEORE & 3B
9, NTG RO R Eifii o & E O fRE 13 PhNR
FoTiEeoezohirnwl L bHERS L.

FE&EZ 51CH7-0, HROBEE2E52TCIFa D, KIKBZ
BELD CHEG L CREAZED £ LIASFERKFEESETR
BlE#E, HE SERcEELI#HE2BTE . £/,
CHIE L CHRELG Y £ U E R LR, T BT
FEoLET. £/, SELERRMEC TS, HKEN
FLERD CHEEA RO L T2 H Rl 2 Wi iCE E L&
FRESAE, MAHRTAEE, HANEEXSTOMILZEN
RIgE#HTLE T,

X @B

1) Viswanathan S, Frishman LJ, Robson JG, Har-
werth RS, Smith ELIII : The photopic negative
response of the macaque electroretinogram :
Reduction by experimental glaucoma. Invest Oph-
thalmol Vis Sci 40 : 1124—1136, 1999.

2) Viswanathan S, Frishman LJ, Robson JG,
Walters JW : The photopic negative response of
the flash electroretinogram in primary open angle
glaucoma. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci 42 : 514—
522, 2001.

3) Colotto A, Falsini B, Salgarello T, Iarossi G,
Galan ME, Scullica L : Photopic negative respon-
se of human ERG : Losses associated with glau-
comatous damage. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci
41 : 2205—2211, 2000.

4) Cursiefen C, Korth M, Horn FK : The negative
response of the flash electroretinogram in glau-
coma. Doc Ophthalmol 103 : 1—12, 2001.



PR 48 H 10 H

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

Marmor MF, Arden GB, Nilsson SE, Zrenner
E : Standard for clinical electroretinography. Doc
Ophthalmol 73 : 303—311, 1990.

AR, #EEE, FRES, ROB— &t
fRER, BMER, fi: EREFAES L CREAERH
S A RRNEE O RE & LR R R HIREEE
96 : 1501—1531, 1992.

EEME  RIRERAREORE. b7z 5 LwIRE
8 1 501—508, 1991.

Nagata M : Studies on the photopic ERG of the
human retina. Jpn J Ophthalmol 7 : 96—124, 1963.
Sieving PA : Photopic ON-and OFF-pathway
abnormalities in retinal dystrophies. Trans Am
Ophthalmol Soc 91 : 701—773, 1993.

Bloomfield SA : Effect of spike blockade on the
receptive field size of amacrine and ganglion cells
in the rabbit retina. J Neurophysiol 75 : 1878—
1893, 1996

Stafford DK, Dacey DM : Physiology of the A 1
amacrine : A spiking, axon-bearing interneuron
of the macaque monkey retina. Vis Neurosci 14 :
507—522, 1997.

Linn DM, Solessio E, Perlman I, Lasater EM :
The role of potassium conductance in generation
of light responses in Miiller cells of the turtle
retina. Vis Neurosci 15 : 449—458, 1998.
Newman E, Reichenbach A : The Miiller cell :
Functional element of the retina. Trends Neurosci
19 : 307—312, 1996.

Frishman LJ, Shen FF, Du L, Robson JG,
Harwerth RS, Smith EL III, et al : The scotopic
electroretinogram of macaque after retinal gan-
glion cell loss from experimental glaucoma. In-
vest Ophthalmol Vis Sci 37 : 125—141, 1996.
Glovinsky Y, Quigley HA, Dunkelberger GR :
Retinal ganglion cell loss is size dependent in
experimental glaucoma. Invest Ophthalmol Vis
Sci 32 © 484—491, 1991.

Varma R, Quigley HA, Pease ME : Changes in
optic disc characteristics and the number of nerve
fibers in experimental glaucoma. Am J Ophthal-
mol 114 : 554—559, 1992.

Wygnanski T, Desatnik H, Quigley HA, Glovins-
ki Y : Comparison of ganglion cell loss and cone
loss in experimental glaucoma. Am J Ophthalmol
120 : 184—189, 1995.

Quigley HA, Dunkelberger GR, Green WR:
Retinal ganglion cell atrophy correlated with
automated perimetry in human eyes with glau-
coma. Am J Ophthalmol 107 : 453—464, 1989.
Quigley HA, Kats J, Derick RJ, Gilbert D,
Sommer A : An evaluation of optic disc and
nerve fiber layer examinations in monitoring
progression of early glaucoma damage. Oph-
thalmology 99 : 19—28, 1992.

Varela HJ, Hernandez MR : Astrocyte response
in human optic nerve head with primary open

21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

26)

27)

28)

29)

30)

31)

32)

33)

34)

IEHIRERAERO PhNR - 208 487

angle glaucoma. ] Glaucoma 6 : 303—313, 1997.
Johnson EC, Deppmeier LMH, Wentzien SKF,
Hsu I, Morrison JC : Chronology of optic nerve
head and retinal responses to elevated intraocu-
lar pressure. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci 41 © 431—
442, 2000.

Francke M, Pannicke T, Biedermann B, Faude
F, Reichelt W : Sodium current amplitude in-
creases dramatically in human retinal glial cells
during diseases of the eye. Eur J Neurosci 8 :
2662—2670, 1996.

Kawasaki A, Otori Y, Barnstable CJ : Miiller
cell protection of rat retinal ganglion cells from
glutamate and nitric oxide neurotoxicity. Invest
Ophthalmol Vis Sci 41 : 3444—3450, 2000.
Quigley HA, Rebecca M, Hohman BA, Addicks
EM, Massof RW, Green WR : Morphologic
changes in the lamina cribrosa correlated with
neural loss in open angle glaucoma. Am J Oph-
thalmol 95 : 673—691, 1983.

Brigatti L, Caprioli J : Correlation of visual field
with scanning confocal laser optic disc measure-
ments in glaucoma. Arch Ophthalmol 113 : 1191
—1194, 1995.

Uchida H, Brigatti L, Caprioli J : Detection of
structural damage from glaucoma with confocal
laser image analysis. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci
37 1 2393—2401, 1996.

Salgarello T, Colotto A, Falsini B, Buzzonetto
L, Cesari L, larossi G, et al : Correlation of pat-
tern electroretinogram with optic disc cup shape
in ocular hypertension. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci
40 1 1989—1997, 1999.

Caprioli J, Sears M, Miller JM : Patterns of
early visual field loss in open-angle glaucoma. Am
J Ophthalmol 103 : 512—517, 1987.

Drance SM, Douglas GR, Airaksinen PJ, Schul-
zer M, Hitchings RA : Diffuse visual field loss in
chronic open-angle and low-tension glaucoma.
Am ] Ophthalmol 104 : 577—580, 1987.

Henson DB, Artes PH, Chauban BC : Diffuse
loss of sensitivity in early glaucoma. Invest Oph-
thalmol Vis Sci 40 : 3147—3151, 1999.

RN, LEERES, BLEx  ERERNEC
Bl 2 HBFEEERICOVTOKRE. HIREHES
C790—794, 1991.

¥R B, WWTES  FEAEFRABMEARNE L KR
JEARFANEOMHE. H7z o LWERE 1 1495—1500,
1992.

IWTFES, FIX B, #HRRe, BLR, B
82 EIR AR R O R B R Ak — R T B i A
FRPIRE & Ol —. HARS:EE 97 1 383—389, 1993.
SHEETF, ;R E, HAEZ, NMEEZ WL
TES | RIRERNEIC B U 5 PR E RS OR
N—IRFHBIE AN L Otig—. HIRSFE97
1 1320—1324, 1993.




