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(NFLT) %iflzF L 7=. Humphrey 2751 T0 mean de-
viation (MD) & NFLT MAEEARER A& H L 1=, fRAES
MEEARETT 2128, REHRIFEIERKR(ROC H—
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Abstract

Purpose : To analyze the retinal nerve fiber layer
thickness (NFLT) as measured by optical coherence
tomography (OCT) in glaucomatous eyes with hemi-
field defect and to evaluate the most effective
parameter for the diagnosis of glaucoma with OCT.

Methods : One hundred eighty four (184) normal
eyes (128 subjects) and 108 open-angle glaucomatous
eyes (87 subjects) with superior or inferior hemifield
defects verified by Humphrey field analyzer (HFA)
were measured for NFLT with OCT. The correla-
tions between NFLT and mean deviation on HFA
were calculated. In combination with normal eye
data, receiver operating characteristic curve(ROC
curve) and AUC(area under the curve) of each
NFLT in the affected hemifield were evaluated for
the diagnosis of glaucoma.

Results : NFLT in both affected and unaffected
hemifields was significantly correlated with mean

deviation in HFA. An average of four 30° segments
close to the temporal side in the affected hemifield
(parameter A120) had the highest correlation (r=
0.571) and the highest AUC(0.948) among all pa-
rameters.

Conclusions : NFLT in the unaffected visual field
decreases with the progression of glaucomatous
damage. We suggest that the parameter A120 is the
best indication in a diagnosis of glaucoma when
measuring NFLT by OCT.

Nippon Ganka Gakkai Zasshi(J Jpn Ophthalmol
Soc 108 : 213—218, 2004)
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FRNRARIC B8 T, MR AR 8 (retinal nerve
fiber layer, RNFL) D RIBIZEELFFRO—DOTHD Y,
FENEEE B L O HIRLARTIC RNFL REN LIELIE
AENBLZEIFI LS5 TWwS?, RNFL R#Ei1x, f
EANMED B WIS B DICKEN S A, BB EHE
fids & 02 DR OBEIC LD, ISt L 7z kA E
HHREFEENHET 2, ETTZHaE30n5 &5 RN-
FLORRMN LA D IO, HERESETL TR
WM B E X LT OAEER 2RO O E8HE Th
5. EFEBLSHhrOHICHEREE LR T 2FAEIRICE
W, BERERYIRMT > RNFL 7 £ OREE T 2175 72
BEBWB L ODIREITENTWE, wWihb HEIRE
SHCRBFEELSMRE S R WERS I bR & 5 EE
DEAET 2L 2MELTEY, RNFLO U F AMRE
FHOEMFLEoTWwa, LaL, WHOETIIHL
T, EFEHBICHIGT 2 RNFL 238 O & 5 I2fEENZE
6% £ 2 I2 DN TOHE TV,

ST4E, RNFL @ E 4 (NFLT) % HI5E 3 2 M2 8
FAFE S 1, RNFL OE RS BIZNAIREIC Ko7, K
T E st (optical coherence tomography, OCT) & %
D—D2THY, 512 OCT iF scanning laser polarim-
etry 7% £ OfFNEERZ ISR I 2 &, AR
fersk 2 THBIc M+ 2 & OMEY998H 25, OCT
TRIMRE T £ — 2 20L& U THY, 2R
E— A A7)y ¥ —&@L TR S K& L 7z KEHHIE
K e EHLOTHHREFIH L T, 22/ 2MrERIfRIC
BPHT2HEEETH LD, HRIILHEOBERNEGRE
L, OCT iz & 2 NFLT ot =11\, OCT IZiFANE
XL CRWRZEBEN 2635 2 & 2lE0L .
OCT # W NFLT 23 2 Z & T, fRNEMELE
BEBHETE2 L VubRTWLEHRO, FEER E 20
EIBNRI A= b LT, EOERIEEL L RN
DORBIZMICA WV 2 I OV TIRRE T4 Hmitsn T
Wiz, ETRREHEFO 8 b o I HEFEE 2 b D RENE
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(NFLT) D85 2 =% OZEEETo7, TXTOMK
HREZLIRO b D L L, BRARROTHEEE T A
brelLTEHBLEL (1)IF1BODNT X—5,
(I 1S ERIZ D D 1207 (A 120), AR ELEI2F
DD 120°(B120) D 8T X —%, (D IZEH1E HZ
DD 90" (a90), FIAMAEATD I (bI0), WAL
BIZD D 90°(c90) DXT A —% 2iRT, (IV)IF 30k
TRAYINZEDHDERTH, Eflp S EHEN»IFTE
nzh ©30~®30 & L7,

I xR &7k

IRIFIEFHIR 184 IR (128 f), ETEB SHhDHITH
BFlEEL2HE T 5 OAG 108 IR [ J5 F4 B ME A A& (PO-
AG)43 IR 33 fil, IEHIRERAENTG)65 IR 54 1] T
botz, FHHEEE - THHEEELZE T 201320
ZTN8OMRB LU 28IRTHo7z. OAG IF TR S
AR R IR 1« — B3 2 TR AL b & B A
EROIRE U7z, IEHIRIZIER 2R AES X O T
WBRRBIEEREE2E L, »OfEEER SRS OR
EhblziznwbDe L, YREOTKE, BEFEZKCHBER
% EDORIRERRE T%2 LB, ABBEORIRZY
TITo 7. OCTHT - il % & o /- IREMRE 1 EMH
HEITW», FIE®2E725 2 TT-o7%. OCT I & 21
DIEABICAT 2 0 W IR BRSO B S IRIZERIL L 72,
F 7z, PEPRIRMERE ISR BRI L .

OCT o #lE 1%, OCT- 10—y a > A6. D)% AW,
Fl—RE W & o C, BET CHMHBILEZ oo FBE
3.4mm O circle scan % 3 [P fT- 7z, OCT 2 fJ)@
3 % Average RNFL thickness 71 7 Z A % F \»,
NFLT o2 EH L7z, HBCHE TE R o H
e, HIEETS/N A 40 dB i D b D 13 AT 2
SERAL 7.

FLEFRE & Humphrey #HHRE O 70 7 Z 4 30-2
ZHv, OCT HIED 6 2 HHi# AN OfE IR %z fighric 1
Wiz, HERAIERR CERAR, G5, BEEowns
nars 33% LA EDOFERIZERS L7z, Total deviation i
BT, ADHLEZEL, p<0.01 D2 >»hZ A E#E
BT 2, HDHWIiEp<0.05D 3Dzl BT
5 EN D GG R RNEE RS & ER L, EEHE
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OCT ZHWTHIZE L7 NFLT O#ERE %2, ETHl &
b1 WRT LS weE#L, 3077 O~® 30), 90°
## (a 90~c 90), 120° 4 (A 120, B120), 150° D F# %
NI A= ELTHEHEL. 1 Tid, HEFEES LS
WZH HEROB ERT,

RAERICBWT, L THEE CHEFEEM & A IR
flizsir, 2o NFLT 2IEER L 72, %
Tz, FNFND/INT X—F 2B W T, Humphrey tH ¥
71 mean deviation(MD) & OFHBIREUE RS L7z, &
5, MAEZEEEN 2 579, EHERO LT
FHDRT X —=8% b LG HRIERE R (receiver
operative characteristic curve, ROC # —7) 8 & U},
% DYEFE (area under the curve, AUC) DEH #1757z,
ROC 7 — 7" & el Mok O BURE, KRl o %75 17
WRREZ L) (G, SREEoREE2 7oy b
THZETHRONLGIMRTH Y, REFEDOERMED IR
ZRTIT5>6DOTH S, ZOMBOT HOHEM %
AUC & L CHHL, WEEAGEOEmVWiRE X AUCH
1.0CHEL, BARED R WRRER 0.5 5, WA
FHEWC X 2REBAMEORERA 7 ) —= > 7HEDBR)
MOMREEIC L WO N EFETH S,

AUC o0& HI1Z Med Calc® Z vy, Z LSO
HIETEIX Stat view® 2R L7z, A EEEAER

R 1 HNRERCHHERERE)
EH IR AR PIFER
(n=184) (n=108) p i
i (%) 49.5+14.8  52.5%£14.7  0.266*
JEHTE (D) —2.3243.25 —2.82+3.50  0.227*
MD(dB) —0.78%1.20 —5.81%+3.63 <0.001*
SF# NFLT (um)  121.5+12.3 96.5+15.8  <0.001*

NFLT - flRRARERRAEE S

MD : mean deviation
* . Mann-Whitney test
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WL, IEHEEEA 49.5+14 .8 CPIYMHE - HEHE(R ) 5%,
FENREREDS 52 5+ 4. TR CERRZER Lo/ (E 1.
JRHTE & R T x5 72, NFLT 24 %12
Wr-v, M1RT LS5, OCT THIE L NFLT %
ETHENE Bz, 300 (O~® 30), 90° 18 (a 90~c 90),
120° 48 (A 120, B120), 150° DD F A —F L LT
HHL -,

2 ICIEFR, BNEEIR OB IER @], 515 55
DENEFND/ST A—% O NFLT %55r L7, Tukey-
Kramer post-hoc test % fv> 7z —TCECE S B HTHRE 2
fTolfER, HEAEMO NFLT 33 XTD/NNT X —
Y CHOREL VBB LTz, BHERTORE
EHEO NFLT Tlx&Ho 307 7$7 2 —5 (® 30) LAsk
T NTIEFRR & R LIS L Twie, &8, IEF
AR T L Fo NFLT %t L7248, 120°, 150° @ NFLT
B EHBTHICEERKED SR, 25 DFEITTRT
7um AN (0.5 BEH¥ERZELIN) TH Y, ETORXE% 7%
{47 TGO NFLT ZEFOxS s L.,

Ric, HEFEEORE L NFLT L 0BG E2FH N2 /-
B, BFWEIRT NFLT 85 X —% & MD & OFHEEBER
EEHLU 2, SRNEROREIEREHE O 120, 150° O /¥
T XA —4% Ti¥, HERE KW H DD, Humphrey 17
et MD EEEICHBEL Twiz(33). 30785 X —
& CIIMHBBER I E R0 5 T2,

BENEROHEREM T, TRXRTDNRTA—FT
BEICMD MHELTBY (E4), RHMEEBEROE
T A—=F 13120085 A—F (A120) T Hotz(r=
0.571). 2D 7 7%#KM22xRTH, MD & A120 1k
FEE A AH BB (y=—25.683+0.374X —0.001 X2, r=

% 2 OCT 24 2 3B NFLT /85 A — & {f (FE4{E HiZ#RE)

_ e % : =i % D R IEE A
150787 A =% 128.8+15.3 87.8+20.8 112.6+18.2 <0.001*
120087 A =%

A 120 135.9+17.0 89.1+22.7 117.0+18.5 <0.001*
B 120 133.8+16.9 91.0+21.4 116.6+20.3 <0.001*
RURAY P S 4

a 90 138.1+18.8 85.1+25.7 117.34+20.1 <0.001*
b 90 145.1£19.0 93.7+23.8 123.74+20.8 <0.001*
c90 126.2£19.5 93.1+23.0 112.7£22.6 <0.001*
SPAY D b4

@30 108.5+24.0 75.1£31.8 96.8+23.1 <0.001*
@30 156.8+26.1 84.8+35.2 128.3+28.1 <0.001*
@30 149.1£26.8 95.5+30.4 126.7+26.7 <0.001*
@ 30 129.3£23.1 100.1£27.8 116.0£26.5 <0.001*
®30 100.2+24.4 82.9+28.3 95.4430.0 <0.0017

IIHETEREED Y (—RESHON B & O Tukey-Kramer test), T: {HEFEEEMHE & o 2 BT
BEZHD (—ItiRES TS & O Tukey-Kramer test), OCT : StFrfEst
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% 3 HABERNRETEEM (n=108)» NFLT /x5
A—% & Humphrey fREFET MD & MHERERER

NFLT /XZ X —% FHBEFR %L p &
15037 A —% 0.536 <0.001
12087 X =%

A 120 0.571 <0.001

B 120 0.494 <0.001
W INTR—F

a90 0.533 <0.001

b 90 0.535 <0.001
c90 0.393 <0.001
NI R—F
D30 0.323 0.003
@30 0.395 <0.001
® 30 0.401 <0.001
@ 30 0.406 <0.001
® 30 0.338 0.002

K4 BABEROETFEFZRNFLT /X5 £A—% &
Humphrey 13275t MD & n+BREIRA%

NFLT /85 X —% HHEAFREL pf&
150785 X —% 0.278 0.004*
120785 X —%

A 120 0.275 0.016*

B 120 0.273 0.017*
90 /8T X—%

a 90 0.281 0.013*

b 90 0.255 0.029*
c90 0.208 0.098
3087 X—%
@30 0.183 0.058
® 30 0.262 0.006*
® 30 0.168 0.081
@30 0.137 0.157
® 30 0.188 0.051
* 1 p<0.05
0
_5_
a
s
—10-
—15 T T T
0 50 100 150 (uM)
R R EE
2

RN EIRGRE B H D /X5 A —% A120 £ Humphrey
HEFET O MD & OMHBBER 2R L7z, BRI IEE
BWE & ol (y=—22.3774+0.278 x—0.001 X2, r=
0.764, p<0.001). MD : mean deviation
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%X 5 REFEER NFLT /85 A—4% 0 AUC

NFLT /€5 x—% AUC (CE#)H + B R R )
150785 A —% 0.938+0.012
120785 A —%

A 120 0.948+0.010
B 120 0.939+0.010
9087 A—%
a 90 0.943+0.013
b 90 0.944+0.011
c90 0.867+0.016
3087 A—%
@ 30 0.799+0.021
@ 30 0.946+0.010
® 30 0.911+0.013
@ 30 0.781+0.022
® 30 0.677+0.027

AUC : ZIEHBRAER R iR T T

(%)
100 F j
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it ;
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20 ----------- boeneeneens TS AT
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100— 45 RE

3 NTA—% A120 D ROC Hh—T %5RT,
FRRFEBEER O, SREHTEEHZRY. EEIR
DT =% % b LI LIRNEROFEAEEZ R L TWwb,
AUC I3 HREFEEEMEA 0.948 T, HHEFIEHR AL 0.802 T
b3, ROC: ZEEBIFR AR, AUC | Z{EHEE
R HAR T R

0.571, p<0.001) % = L, MD »8—15dB @ 5 T i,
NFLT 12 31.1um Th o7z,

BT A—=F BT BRNEZHEE 2 5720
12, Hiak L7z ROC 4 — 7% & i AUC % IEH RO fE
BHEWHHLIZ(EKD)., X7 A—=F A0 b HV
AUC %5 (0.948+0.001, “F¥ELEHERRE), 20D
H—7 %3 R LT, BRE LBRREON RS &<
7% 5fEIX 109.75 um TH Y, BRE LRREEIZAEN
82.4%, 94.6% ThHotz, AR CHEFEEMD X Z
A—=% A120 bxL7z. 0 AUCIZ, 0.802+0.026 T
Hoiz.
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SHEOFERN S, ETEDL 5 hOFRTICHETESE 2
BY 2RFABERICBWTIE, BEPEELHEETCO
RNFLbEEINTED, »pOoRHOETTE L b IZ
NFLT 23EfE b3 % Z & »EEH & L7z, 72, OCT 12
£ 2 RNEZW TR 2T X =Y ZEMFY D 4 DD
307 A SO TH D RIS Tz,

FIVHER T CHEFREE SRR S W RAEIR TIE, 3
T 30% Hite DR R O 03 B 2 L KRR
HFRA DR 23N TWw 3, wuiaz i, ZOHEPNT
PNITHBBEEMRE SN W 12k %, SEIOMENT
TlE, FARERTORFEFEMO NFLT XF X—5 D
T, TARTIERROD 30% UATH Y, NFLT 25H
B R ST R R (KB 3 2 D IZBHREC e e L
TH, HEOHBEIRET 2EHMDI 2R Lo, FH
FROFERIILEI» ST I Tz Z & Tlddh 50397,
SR BRI LIzL D1, NFLT &£ MD £t OicEE
SAHBRERA A o NIz 2 L X, WO ETICHEY,
RNFLAU AICEES T ZEARHEHIL Tw
%. Matsumoto 591Z E FEBL 6 OB RIELZE T
%5 POAGH L < IZNTGIZ B v T, scanning laser
polarimetry % > C NFLT 2 #HIE L, HEIEHRH O
NFLT O OETREES POAG & NTG T3 % %
ERRTW5, SEOFER% POAG £ NTG TH#L,
G4k O f# 47 %2 175 72 58, Matsumoto & DR & H 7z
D, BEEMEEI >, THEHERLREERD
HOR, WNRELSTBEEFRMR LD I LICL LR
bid,

T, FANERICEB T 5 OCT = Hwi: NFLT of#
ZOWT, BELOmENEINE LI Ckh>7. Ly
L, OCTic®8 1} % NFLT f#th 7 u 7 7 A2 X, W
RE2WT o0t 2 BIRE e EHE Ik 70 £, BABESTHILE
BZOHTHoIz, 2O7A 7T AITIE 30 I 12 53E]
L7z NFLT #7573 segment, _F TFE&ED 90°HD quad-
rant, &EDFHTH % average &, 3FEIHD /ST A —
YHRHEHBENS, FNZNTORERAEEERETT 512
L7-0, FEHOP 30° segment TIHEAZENKE S,
Fhex L, average IZfEANZDHEN DI v S F|
B b DM, HIEFREERMEKIRL 2 nice, 2Ok
BEEA T 5. HIER, EHPLIIHRE IS L TRRE
HBXHLELINTA—F LT, SHEEHSNZOD
O, b L <I1F90°, 120, 150° @ NFLT 0¥
PRRET U7z, R, MD &t b HEE L -0 I3 & M8» 5 F
2> F TOERZEY O 4 50 30° segment OFEHE T
HY, TOT A—% A120 O NFLT 23, HEPNERIC
BU2HHFEEOEELRORML TWE EEZ SN
7z. FFERBEO LS 5D ABERBLIGE, Tk
bH MDENS—15dB OHETH %4, HEREGRSA»

BHNERICEB T 5 ETEHEO OCT 12 & % NFLT - &7t 217

SEMNBE/8T XA —% ADNFLT 38 31.1um &% %
(3). Zhix, HENEKBL T H2ED NFLT
DB A[REMES®, 7V 4 —Y A2 & 5 RNFL 0OF % #
AWFEZ5NBY, HBHWIE, Quigley &' HHAKEH
W TTRE 72 RNFL 13 20 um L 20 7% £, Miiller #fi g
DRERTAbud A rFEELTw EHRELTED,
OCT Iz & - THIE & 17z NFLT I 13 #4685 i e e,
NERNEOEAbEENS L TFHIENY, 2D X5 %M
EREHBELTHToN S,

Rz, BARKNZRENEEZH OIEKE 72 ZHIC O W TR
L7, ROCH—7EeZ2DHBEEZHEH LR, 7
A —2% A 120 H3ix b IRREFRANGE D = W E (AUC=0.948)
b, FERFCRENEEAEREEORE & &b W HE
Bfge b o2 ths, OCTIC & 2 P B W i B
LT, UEFEHIREANTX—FITHBEHZONI,
B, RTA—=F A120ZBNVT, EDOMETRARK
LYW S By, TRbbA Y M4 7ECOV)IZBEL T
MEt &Mz 7z, COV &, MEBOAEEERET 2720
DEDZ ETHY, BRELEREONBPROEL R
BIZHERET DLWV, ZOHEEDCOV X 109.75 um
L, BURE L REREIR82.4, 94.6% Thol. L
»L, COV 3% DB OMR - HERIC LD, BE-F
BEOLSL S 2ERAT 20082, EEOEEELR
HOMEST, ZOMELDEELIVRESNS, /85
A—% A120 &£ MD O #H BB % 2> 5, MD »—15dB
DETIFENFLT 8 31.1 um EEhn7-H(H2), #ik
L7z &5 ZDEAIFERE NFLT A% KBLL T
W WHREMED H B, OCT I B 1) 3 NFLT #I5%E 12 B
T AARFEANEEZW T, /$F A—% A120 23104.8 um
(ERARFIIME 135.9 um —31. 1) E S % 1 DDHUE
WCLTREILEFZ T, TOBRE LRHFREIIZhZ
175.9, 96.2% TH-7-.

OCT i WNEEZ K Ofigh 2 it & L THW 3
ZEINTE, ZOBOIEE WL OPIRT S I ENT
&7, L2 L, RNFL OFFIZFARERFEDO S O TiE
2\, YT4E, scanning laser polarimetry % OCT % H
W, MG TGS RE M ARARE 7 EHRAREEEIR T
D NFLT OFADERED 0SSN TE D, MMOBRMHRE
BEDOENBBLEL 2L, S5 I fhOMERERS & L
DD, ZOMKRENEMRHNT2LENDH L EBbNS,
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