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Abstract

The importance of quality of vision(QOV) along
with quality of life (QOL) in medicine has been re-
cently widely recognized. We have conducted stud-
ies to quantitatively analyze factors related to QOV.

Irregular astigmatism can be a significant obsta-
cle for achieving satisfactory QOV. Videokerato-
graphy data were broken down using Fourier har-
monic series analysis into spherical power, regular
astigmatism (second harmonic component, n=2),
asymmetry(n=1), and higher order irregularity
(n>=3). The irregular astigmatism component
calculated by the Fourier analysis significantly cor-
related with best spectacle-corrected visual acuity.
Software was developed to display color-coded maps
for the four Fourier indices. The normal range was
defined for each Fourier index, and eyes with path-
ologic and postsurgical conditions were evaluated
using the normal range. Progression of keratoconus
over time was quantitatively described by Fourier
analysis of the videokeratography data. Using the
Fourier method, changes in corneal topography
following suture removal after penetrating kerato-

plasty were evaluated. Fourier analysis of videoker-
atography data significantly facilitated determina-
tion of refraction and measurement of best spec-
tacle-corrected visual acuity in eyes with corneal
irregular astigmatism such as post-penetrating ker-
atoplasty eyes.

Higher-order wavefront aberrations of the cor-
nea were calculated by expanding videokeratogra-
phy elevation data into Zernike polynomials, and
coma and spherical aberrations were computed. For
ocular aberrations, the data obtained with the
Hartmann-Shack sensor were decomposed into
Zernike polynomials.

Coma aberrations of the cornea significantly
correlated with age, while corneal spherical aberra-
tions showed no age-related changes. The time-
course of changes in corneal higher-order aberra-
tions was reported for photorefractive keratectomy
and laser in situ keratomileusis (LASIK). For ocular
aberrations, the degree of tilting of the suture-fixed
intraocular lens significantly correlated with the
amount of coma aberration of the eye. In normal
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eyes, the ocular coma increased with age mainly
because of the increase in the corneal coma, and the
ocular spherical aberration increased with age
because of the increase in spherical aberration in
the internal optics including the crystalline lens.
The conventional LASIK significantly increased
ocular higher-order aberrations, which compromis-
ed postoperative contrast sensitivity and low con-
trast visual acuity.

Both corneal and ocular wavefront aberrations
were analyzed in cataract, pseudophakic and apha-
kic eyes, and the equilibrium of spherical aberra-
tions between the cornea and the eye in those
conditions was investigated. In pseudophakic eyes,
coma aberrations of the cornea, along with the
corneal multifocality, significantly contributed to
apparent accommodation. Computer simulation in-
dicated that a focus shift of 0.5 diopters deterio-
rated the retinal image significantly more in eyes
without higher-order aberrations than in eyes hav-
ing a moderate amount of coma aberrations. Clini-
cal results of aspherical intraocular lens were repor-
ted for wavefront analysis and contrast sensitivity
measurements, and retinal images were analyzed by
simulation. For the assessment of vision-related
QOL, National Eye Institute Visual Functioning
Questionnaire 25 (NEI-VFQ 25) was translated into
Japanese. After the validation study, the influence
of cataract surgery on QOL was investigated. The

HiIES3E 108% 125

QOL score was severely impaired in patients with
bilateral cataract, which was significantly and dra-
matically improved by surgery. Forward scattering,
backward scattering, and wavefront aberration
induced by the crystalline lens were quantified, and
the impact of these factors on visual function was
analyzed according to the type of cataract. The
degree of QOL improvement by surgery was asses-
sed in relation to the type of cataract and intensity
of scattering and aberration. By comprehensively
analyzing these factors, quantitative parameters
could be developed in the near future to describe
progression of cataract and determine the indica-
tion for cataract surgery.

Nippon Ganka Gakkai Zasshi(J Jpn Ophthalmol
Soc 108 : 770—808, 2004)

Key words : Quality of vision, Quality of life, Irregu-
lar astigmatism, Fourier harmonic se-
ries analysis, Videokeratography, Cor-
neal topography, Wavefront analysis,
Hartmann-Shack sensor, Higher-order
wavefront aberration, Coma aberra-
tion, Spherical aberration, Cataract,
Intraocular lens, Apparent accommo-
dation, Vision-related quality of life,
Forward scattering, Backward scatter-
ing
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K1 EFARICBITZETA V1) 2T D3R

) > N— % (mm)
1 0.221£0.006
2 0.398£0.058
3 0.560£0.027
4 0.728+0.043
5 0.903+0.030
6 1.068+0.036
7 1.241+0.041
8 1.411+0.046
9 1.580+0.051
10 1.748+0.056
11 1.918+0.061
12 2.089%0.066
13 2.257+0.072
14 2.429+0.077
15 2.601+0.083
16 2.774+0.089
17 2.949+0.095
18 3.125£0.100
19 3.304£0.107
20 3.486+0.114
21 3.670+£0.120
22 3.857£0.127
23 4.045+0.137
24 4.236+0.146
25 4.433+0.157
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R 2 EHRDEICLDSEERTOER
AT 28 WERBR #AEFAR®  Ffi pfl
1 a—Fr2 0.568 0.558 26.650  0.909
2 i 0.568 0.560 31.406  0.903
3 JE TR 0.568 0.562 38.063  0.588
4 a—F1 0.567 0.561 47.805  0.307
5 SAI 0.566 0.561 63.356  0.151
6 SRI 0.559 0.553 92.993  0.152
7 FIEFLSURECIR - 0.554 0.549  181.990 <0.001

IRSUBIER I8l 2 HINZES L LTw» 5.

SAI : surface asymmentry index

SRI : surface regularity index
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f&.
B2 DEZEACEITHE OB % 5 h iz (p=0.002).

EDORICEREOHEBER A STz (K9).

SRIOELZ OWMENE, FSEAERORFLETD T
EEMNZEDLZ7:bDTH S, ZORKE, MiEAKEO
S IS EATIZERER > O KR, T 7ab b AKOZRRINTK
W, —ACHLRETIZZR Ty, HfEAKOE
R FE S MR ERH OB A B X 2 BT %
IREBERITOETHEL 2 Z L 8bho T,

4, AEBEEORR & AERIR

ABEBHELEOERIC LY, AROREZELT S, K
10 12 1 Fl &R0, HARFIER CABRRAK & <Lk
LizZe3bh»s, Lrl, EOLSEMLIzDNZ
D2IMDH T —a— K<y PR TH»oHHT 3013 HE
ThH5, 7—VIfICE>TAHT—a—F~y 755
FEs 2 (1), 7=V THS T EDEB L L bh
5. ZOREFIOSE, REERIENL (AEOZ T 1
—7Mb), EELEIEEASEEE, FERFRE S WA L, &
RARTEEAFE IR E L HEL T D,

AR ORI & % BRAEESL EELHOZ LI 2
FTIZHMET STV 334047, RIEFH D2 LIC >
WG 2, B2 T AR 32T 7 39 B 42 IR
CBWT, BORETMEROREGLHOZ LR L2, 5t

REDERNIT 14~T3 5% (44. 716 .53%) TH o 7z,

TR E->T, AEOIKRMAMEIX5.1£3.8DEML 72
M (p<0.0001, paired t-test, X 12), FALRITEEX
AR o7 (p=0.247, B 13). FERFRAES (p
<0.0001, X 14) & & XA E LR 53 (p<0.0001, X
15) ik & bICHERICEAD LTz,

5. BhRE L 7—) THER

REFEOHNEFNICB T 2HIBMEBERIES T3k
W, A= VT T MRA=FIRT T b A=Y DEERE
{, HIEREEL B> TLE>HAHEDD LI hw, BHEN
ZIBIRED =V FRA > s HIETCR WIS T Ic/EE T
Hb, BrZ7—V K > TIERRES 2H0 H
FTZEWE>T, HIIREN L VRBEITZ20DTRER
WhrEEZ, ARBBHEERZ SRICRET 21T 72,

SHRIZ AR 6 A AL, FEIHARMEA %
B9 25606166 RTH5. FHhnldk 19~85 7% (66.21+13.4
) CTholz, BEIX10-0 71 1R LB 16 ¢ 0E
Fikea T, bR AREZT TV,

I, kL 7 —V 2D 280 TiT- 7.
ERETIE, A= VI T MNRA=F LA =TT D
EBEESFIZ, 7OAY Y VI —ETHITEREL .
7=V T, 7V 23y BT 5 3mm HE
DOEHMHEB L U202 HL (K16), ZDfE%
GLAFEIELY » X & L O, By > XD A% Az
522 EoT, HENCRROEND ZHREL 2. K
16 DREFI T, PERFEIIC L BHBIEHRTT0.3X—0.5=
cyl—5.0x130° i/ L ¢, 77—V 8 TIZ0.6X—1.0
=cyl—3.0X105" &% > 7z,

2HITORRER 6 WRT., 77— ETH NG
ERE, HERETOBERNIVERICREFTH T2
(p<0.001, paired t-test, X 17). 7z, BIECHEHAL
ToHREESL, fEkEL D 7 — ) TEIERI/NS WE
TH-o72(p<0.001, X 18). SEflERME I XA =
o7z (p=0.207).

Ubo ks, 70 @z L7 ERT O
EEE, AERERHAOEWEGNIC B W TR THHT
bHoTz.
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Spherical power
after suture removal (D)

#2° ~2
Eye:0S
Exam:12380

Hhkar

HARE

3 11

5: 66

12,20~

95

L.L;Ei s

Exam:l G266 B0 S0l o el 120

Standard

HHR&EE

108 #&

T 13 y1:29
111188

FEMFRRE S ERAER R

s |

ARERREIE (R 10 DEF) D7—) T2 v,

Bgr C & OFRZLH .

55

a
o
1

IS
(6]
1

IS
o
1

35 r r r
35 40 45 50

Spherical power
before suture removal (D)

12 ARBCRETER OIKHEE.

55

BRI 72 (p<0.0001, paired t-test).

Regular astigmatism
after suture removal (D)

20

—_
(6]
Il

10

10 15

Regular astigmatism
before suture removal (D)

13 ARERARBIEDIELR.
Zit7% L (p=0.247, paired t-test).

20
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14 25
121
e 2.0 1
210 =20
g 33
s g8 151
5 87 Pl
3 88 . .
= ) o= i [ ]
£ 61 ° £3 1.0 . o
L4 T2 e oo °

z . 8 o e,

. °
E 4 O‘ LY Y ° .. 0.5 - o, * L 2P
2 ° ° ® Seoe o ® b
<, 0% o © oo o .

o0 .“ .. [ ]
e & 0.0 . : . ,
0 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
0 2 4 6 é 10 1|2 14 High order irregularity

after suture removal (D)

15 AREARIIROSRPELR.
BEICHY Lz (p<0.0001, paired t-test).

Asymmetry before suture removal (D)

14 AERARBIROIEGTRE S,
BHEICWA L1z (p<0.0001, paired t-test).

Spherical equ. Regular astigmatism

Fourier index

Higher order

Original 90 14.0 190 240 290 365 370 235 400

16 7—) TR &R Lo BERDRIEE.
3 mm FIHDOIER i & 0% Ofll (T Otk 25 HAMIEY > X & UTHEM. KAV > XDHANEZ
5Zri2doT, HRMICRROBAZRET 5.

xR 6 AEBHEZIBICETREEL 7)) T&RICE 6. *nftnicH
RERNATER B A % 7 O ML OB - A 00 BT 2 IS
ek 7—) Tk D fE* L, QOV IC#HE Y25 2 2 N ERHAOZE M ERET L T &
LogMAR fi 0.31+£0.29  0.23+0.32  P<0.001 Too £F, MROBBICBWTT -V @270, &
(B T (0.49) (0.59) BADERBPRET 2 b, REERET7—Y T
LY >~ X (D) —3.53+1.64 —2.41+1.26 P<0.001

SERIAEA (D) —2.47+3.63 —2.25+3.45 P=0.207 BADED &S EALT 2 pBET L7 (M19~22)%. &

* ! paired t-test, D: ¥4 7 h Y —,
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17 FEBERRICE T2 EBERNAEESR.
7 — ) LR THE L NIBIERIIE, ERETORBIERN
IVEBECREFTH -7 (p<0.001, paired t-test).
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30

normal  KC suspectKC LASIK PRK  PKP

X 19 77— TEEHFICL ZEREENIEFHFE & &EK
ETOE.

EFRE Iy 2} EHEFEE L Lz, KC: A
L, suspect KC : FI#fEAEEE >, PKP @ &8 MERE
fEf%.

6

5

Asymmetry (D)

1 -—% ——————————————— é‘——% fffffff mean-+2SD

0 S m=====c=—dJ mean—2SD
normal KC suspectKC LASIK PRK PKP
21 7—) TEEIC & 2B D O EEHEE & &
BERETOIE.
TR HIPH L) 2 X MR & L 7e,

HiIES3E 108% 125

0
o oge
eoe oo
o o000/ o
-2 ® o ooo °
[ ] .... [ BN J
e o o
i eo oo )
S -4+ ° ° )
|
N [ ] [ ] [ ]
-6 °
-8 . . ,
-8 -6 -4 -2 -0

ek
18 AIRMSHEHRIRICH T2 EER.

77—V LILTHER U EEERE, EREX D ERIN
EWETH -7 (p<0.001, paired t-test). Hifii D,

[$,]

IS

Regular astigmatism (D)
n w

—_

——————————————————— mean+2SD

B 2= =

0 ormal KC suspedlKC LAGIK PRK  PKP
X 20 7—!) TERICL 2 EARNDIEREHE & ZEK
ETOIE,
TE 5 SIPH 13 85 + 2 X e R - LTz,

mean—2SD

1.5

1.2 1

0.9 1

0.6 1

0.3 1

Higher order irregularity (D)

mean+2SD
0.0 fz=—==zzzmmm oo o - mean—28D

normal  KC suspectkC LASIK PRK  PKP
X 22 7—1) TEEICL 2ERPEILROIEFEHEH &
EEKRETHE.
TE B P13 ) + 2 X R L LTz,
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REOE =W S - KB 781

23 7—) TR OBEER.
frefte LTRMAL T3,

24 REMNEBRRTOBEE.

HAHECEFRL TWw5,

7z, AREFEMROD, RWNEFMRY, TS EFre-
0, BURF, MBEKBEFRTY, Ay 757 hay -
% EDOFMPNEC X 28 brHE LT, 51, NIE
G E 3> b7 A MEEOBIR b ERMITHRES L 7259,
7 — ) TR AR E OEHRICH LT b SATRET D
3. IEFEABEOABERIZEWT, ERHROAL ST
EREDFET 2 2 &%, MifEARIRO AR OFK
HEIZOWT HIRED L Tz,

Il BaEPGE O =R HIE

BT BIEFMPRALY > X s Y, FHRsEEc Lo
THRNHERICEALE I Z 2 HEDBHE L E > T b,
ek, s OFMIC L 2 EITREOZEIZ, F i de-
focus o 2 & LCRHMlis LT &7z, L L, Fir
DEVTRERICE £ > 23E, QOV OB LD 5 1% de-
focus D& T7% £, aberration({) b FE T N X HHE
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3 4

25 Zernike ZIERXNHF—a—F~2 v 7,
FHmps 0k, 1R, 2K, 3K, 4 REMATWS, 5 RUABEIZEAE,

782
—4
0
1
2
3
4
RERED,

G (adaptive optics) I3 RKAKE RS L > X D i
by, HERFEDP LYY =7 ) V7 OEB T L v
SNTELMETH 2, IFE, BERAEROBITICDH
IGHEN S X Do, FEHfENT (wavefront analy-
sis) DEAIC L D, AED AL S FHREREARO BmE
(wavefront aberration) ZIE3 2 Z &L T& 5, Zh
SIFZMICHIATE 2720 TR, HECT 4=y
7352 LI X VIROIGEDREEITHE DL LD ATk
TS T 2, A IFIREREHT % O B @I (mono-
chromatic aberration) % 3 % k% 5E L T &7z,
Ui, Moz, RERSERONZEDOIEICERS,

1. AEEICERYT 2 EmNE

7 — ) TfENTTIX, AR B KT R
U798 (4 23), IEFT TR AROBRERZ IR
BT 22 e 2EERET 2 (X24), BEHCEKRERD
BB E LT, 8 CIA < Vv s Tw % Seidel IX
72 LARR DML TV 2 EA % IHK Zernike polynomi-
nal EL Awsh s (K 25),

Bz, MAEOE S EH (height map) A 5 IR ETE
DOWHENZEEFET 2 HEET-72%0, &9, R/
2 £ 5 T 3mm & T best-fit sphere #E+E L, A
RS T = oz, B OMHEICAEE E[OR

PED#0.3375 #F U744, Taylor LRI L Tik»
%) 60)~62)-

W (x, v)=A+Bx+Cy+Dx’+Exy+ Fy’+ Gx*
+ Hx?y+ Ixy? + Jy*+ Kx*+ Lx’y
+ Mx?y?+ Nxy®+ Oy*+ Px°+ Qx"y
+ Rafy?+ S’y + Ty '+ Uy®+ Vx®
+ Wxly + Xa'y?+ Yaly® + Zx?y?
+Agxy5+A3y6 .............................. (6)

22T, »)BZEAHRLERSE LT AV b EE L
OfEERL, M, SN S HAEZIEL T 5, FiT
Taylor £ % Zernike ZHICEFI L, ERHREZE

,T% z) 60)63)

V2(n+1) R,™(p)cos m m>0
ZE"(p, 6)=| V2(n+1) R,"(p)sin m8 m<0

V2(n+1) R,™(p) m <0
................................. (7)
(n—m)/2 (_1) S(n_s) 1 s

R,™(p) = §OS!|:(n—;m) _S]![(n—zm) S}!p

2T, YD 6 DD Zernike 1RH(Z,°'~Z,™) 1T, ~N—



TR 16 4£12 H10 H

A A —=7(0X), EMERA X)), BKE L ELHC R &
Vo e BERNLETR S 2R L Tws, 2RXD5 5
Z,"H BRI, Z, 28 ZWHARMEICHY T 5, 2hoeo
HAESEHES NIz D EOWHEPOEZLSIE, B
D DEREAT E BT 5. BE I, TE~28FHOD
Zernike (R (Z,"~Z™) R HE T 22 L2k D, 3RD
Zernike 1% ¥ (Z,3~7Z4), 4 K @ Zernike {& $(Z,~*~
Z"), 5RO Zernike 1% #1(Z;7°~Z5%), 6 X @ Zernike
BRE(Ze~Zs ) B2 BET 5. 3RDD B Z;7 e Z' W
avGE, 2Pl ZEBRINNETH D, 4 RD S5 Z,°
WERENINZE, Z, 2 ZPADWIERNETH 5. — M,
Zernike ZIEA D AT &R 2 FOMIHEIC X > THEXRIE
MINZEFRADEFNCEI NS, 23RN E,
Zonir '8 Zon "W T RWGE, Zon 2k ZonIEFE RN,
Zons1 28 Zon PR RRIGETH 5, 1 RUEDTRTD
I % 2P mINEE, 3 REA LD % & RN EE & W

Zernike ZIERIC & > TRREEHIGE O FEM 2 HHH
Bonsdh, HREDFEFE LI, TXTERBTICH
WS DIFEBN TR, 22T, FHRROMREEa~
RRIGE, (BECR DR ZKARNE L WO HFRTE LD
2T TWw S, BRRICIX, 3~6 XKIR#z %
NFNDORE T ¥ (root mean square, RMS) L T
F L, SRORMS H 5 Wit 3X+5XKDRMS 28 0
~RENZE R, 4RO RMS H % \»id 4 X+6 XD RMS
DERERRNZERTIHBELE LT3, @FE OEAES
mm) & BT COILKBEFLZE (6 H 5 Wi Tmm) D 2 DD
F—AEMELUTCEIEL.

2. BRERIGEDFEREL

E#EANRDOBEIrOFEMEILIT DO WTIE, AL 2B
b, HiLH» SEFEBANBIT T2 2 EPH o TW S
T, g7, BINEOFEREILICOVTHIRELH BT
O, Lo L, BEIGE, RS RE I O Fimzt
PREAT LIS IXZ N E T oz, B IZABEETEO
1= RN 7 D A 22 2 fEd L 7277,

NRIZBEEOEITRELSINCE-REEZB L WIEEA
102 B 102 R TH 5. Fnld 9~85 %, F#49.4+23.1
THo Tz, HiRO I TABERIENT 7T — 5 O S 15k
5 Zernike (R ZFTEL, 3XRESRXRDRMS 2a =
BRI, 4RE 6 RD RMS #ERHEREINE & L7z,

3mm TOMNT T, I ~HRINE X FiR & B EICHE
L7243 (Spearman rank correlation coefficient r,=
0.256, p=0.004, 26), EREMRNZEIZMHBEL & o
72 (rs=—0.068, p=0.448, 27). 7mm O TIZ,
IVRENEF S SICHEWIEOHBE 2R L (=
0.561, p<0.001, X 28), BERMEIHRINZE X8 & AHEE L
Ipo 7z (rs=0.124, p=0.166, [X29).

BEFLEZ Smm 6 7mm IZECR L 72 BRI DB
Kix, I ~HRINZET5H5.2456. 25y 3 ab—yvayr

REOE =W S - KB 783

o
o
=
L]

Coma-like aberrations (S;+Ss)
for a 3—-mm pupil ( xm?)

0 2I0 4b 6‘0 810 100
Age (years)
26 AEOERINE (3 mm) DEEHZEAL,

I ARG XS & B REICHHBI L 72 (Spearman  rank
correlation coefficient rs=0.256, p=0.004).

& | .
_t/\ 0.04
8%
£2 oo03f
T3
=3
O Q
8 g 002} . .
—G‘CJ IE . o o
To . N . L
© t ) . * o o
§ .:o: 001 P .“‘ ° o * :.. o o .c.
[0 [ . o ¥ " L UT.—D—
5 - P ':."5 : e o ..o‘o
& ooof * . °* e e
0 20 40 60 80 100

Age (years)

27 ABEOIKEFIGE (3 mm) DERHEIL.
ERTERIN 2 13 55 & AHBE L 72 4> - 72 (Spearman  rank

correlation coefficient r¢=—0.068, p=0.448).

SN, T OHROEEIZFH AR L 72 (r,=0.243,
p=0.006). EREIARINZE b FIRkIC 35.5+58.1 52N
208, FEINOEE T FH & EERTH - 72 (rs=0.141,
p=0.115).

3. BITFEEFiT & ARIGE

EFEANRZAER, HYEOFHXFEANEZEZBL TV
HI0SVTS) - IR PTEE IE AT & o T AR 28 prolate
5 oblate BIZZ LT M, & & CERIEEINE L
KT ZEenTFRINS, INE TTHENRARYIEE™
~8U 1 X UF photorefractive keratectomy (PRK)82~89¢
FMC L > THRPGENEZ 5 2 L BFHE SN TV
M, laser in situ keratomileusis (LASIK) i DWW Tl #
NE THED R0 Tz DT, TR SRR 2 AT 217 -
7289,

XF T W AR TR O 22 B T, Fllin ik 19~45 % (%
26.715.9%) ThH 5. —HRic PRK, fiif#ic LASIK %
1T-7=. fiiai o8 ix PRK R 28 —2.50~—5.00 D(3F
¥J—3.234+0.63D), LASIKHE 23—2.25~—5.50D(—
3.44+0.72D)Thotz, v—¥ =T =7 v 7 EC-5000



Coma-like aberrations (S3+Ss)
for a 7-mm pupil ( xm?)

26 2I0 4b Gb 8l0 100
Age (years)
28 AEO 2 HINE (T mm) DFERZE1L.

I < RRINEE 1T & B RENCHHBA L 72 (Spearman  rank
correlation coefficient rg=0.561, p<0.001).

®  o8f *
*
@
gNE 0.6 R
Qo x
<
= . o
_;.:: 3 0.4} . ° . L
o E ° ® o d . *
.:T_c E 0.2 Tet ¢ e p *
a ~ L] L] L]
S w ° H e % oo ® *8 oo
o . o .
_GCJ-Q él H (:‘ . J..' ”. :ooo. :ll.‘
(% 0.0} ) o * ) .

0 20 40 60 80 100

Age (years)

29 AREOIKEFINGE (7 mm) DEFHE1L.
BRI S 134580 & FHEE L 72 92 > 72 (Spearman  rank

correlation coefficient r=0.124, p=0.166).

0.12
& —e— PRIK
FEre T LA |K

X_ 010} S
0w
53
£ £ 006
g £
8™ 0.04f
el .
é 2 """ L TUUUTRURRRRPPPITIT L L)
(Ig 0.02F _HE N O bl

* L 3
3 *
©  o.00f I {

Months

30 AIRMERINE (3 mm) DRERFZEAL.
*p<0.05, fHIE & B EZD D (Wilcoxon singed rank
test).

%, 77 b—AI% Chiron ALK Z w7z, it 1 F %
TR AR BT IR 21T\, BTR D FIRICHE-
TRREHEPEZFTE L 2.

i FLEE 3 mm @ 2 < ARINZE (4 30), BREBRINZE (B

HiIES3E 108% 125

# o012
T —— PRIK
% £ 0.10 ..o« LASIK
e X
S<
=3 0.06]
=3
8 Q.
E
s E 0.04
X |
f 3]
w 0.02
o6
E)w—
S 0.00
()

Months

31 AEROIKERRIGE (3 mm) DIERFZEAL,
*p<0.05, firEifE & B EZD D (Wilcoxon singed rank
test).

35
—e— PRIK

] L <o+ LASIK
1_
~3 25f
c 3
sa
®E 20}
5c &
8L 4 o e, *
g S Ot Oceerennnn,
é s --------------------- *
= 1.0f
b i ' *
8 o5t

0.0 4 6 8 " N

Months

32 AN HRIGE (7T mm) DFRZEL.
*p<0.05, fHE B EZD D (Wilcoxon singed rank
test).

B 4

e —e— PRIK
= E <0+« LASIK
2 x 3} S

S=

Ta

53

Se f] K O l* .............................. l*
¢F e

"~ T
RS 1t [* %
O 5

aa—
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n
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Months
33 AEROKEFINE (T mm) DFRERFZE1E.
*p<0.05, fHE B EZD D (Wilcoxon singed rank
test).

31), WEFLEE 7Tmm O I <RIV (K 32), BRIE AR 2
(B 33) D #EKREZ AL #7735, PRK, LASIK & &, #f7Hi]
XL IINESEE AL Tws, PRK & LASIK ©R4
WHBEND > OIF 7mm FOKRERINZE O & T,
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PE D 5 WBE OKE

WEDOHZM S - KEE 785

PGED & 3358 DKE

34 ERED S DREE & IE.
72 D IRBRICINGE D 2 T UE, IRIE CRET U 7St DG oA IR, BEOFRE & —8% T 5. A KSR A
[z & o TIERSBRFLIAEN S &, FHEXEOMEIE T THEICTHWBEL 5,

L>ZXLy b

CCDAH X5
35 Hartmann-Shack &Y% —IZ & 3UEDBIE.
Hartmann-Shack ¥ > % —Tl%, SHEXZ2LHDOL >~
XV v b (lenslet) TE & 2 CUNEMRIRT 5.

M 122 H%Z2@EUCTLASIK D 5B PRK X W HEI
K&hoTz,

BIDOWFSE T, LASIK OFBIEEDNRKE WITE, itk
DOEXRFEEINZE S Z N LML THEINT % 2 & 2#HwES
L7z

4, EREREHBHOINE

FENZEDOFR L 722 O, ARORTEZ D Tl
{, ABRBECAKMEOINELZELC S, IRECEELT:
KB ET L T L 2854, RERCIGER 2T, SHDE
OfAHIE R, BEOWHE & —8F 5 (K34). L»L,
KRR AR L > TERG PR bIAE N5 &, Sl
KOAHHIE TN CTEEIC AT WL 5,

IRER 2RO PEMINEZHE T 2 72D DEEE WL DOh
B S LT % 23, Hartmann-Shack & >3 —% FHw»
JeWH 2 =1 ZDOREETH 2™, LHIFEE K S su-
per luminescent diode, A SR 2#E T 2 HHER,
ZORGE 2 XNIRE L TARED S HET 282 %80

WZHdE & 715 charge-coupled device (CCD) > & 7% % Hart-
mann-Shack £ > % —IZ L D fER S5 (K 35). 2D
CCD Lwgigv > X vy d OIS L TR T &

%79, Z®OCCD Lo E&OAEZEL, MINED
BEDOSBAE LT 22 Lz kb, WENEEHE
T2 EWAREIC R D,

5. BRAL > XDEFEIRR & BRERDFEIE

IR DRI & - T, IREROIGIEINED & DORRE
HEINLZO), ElZn2EHE Y —TESHZ 5T
ENTELZODERET 2HNT, BERNL > XOME
& - AL & IRERIE T N ZE O BER % fifhr L 72,

FEGNZIRA Y > X OERRERE %3200 72 19 £ 22 HR.
IRV > X DIRNAL & R % Scheimpflug Fif IR SR AT >
A7 A(EAS-1000, =7 v 7) THIES®®, fAEE L O
ARBR O & K E IV 2 % Wavefront Analyzer (KR-9000
PW, b+ 7a>) THIZE L 72899,

361 1Bl Z2RT. ZDEBRERKEEERHFMREZD
KSR IR I U CHRAN L > X B ERE 2 Z 0 Tw»
5. 6 LEWRT LD, IRAV Y XIFRESHNT
W, mREHEINEDOHIEMRIZK 6 LD I L LT,
AEOBRNZEIT/ NS WL DD, REROINE, Hica~w
RENENFIEEIC RS REE RS> TWwS, $hbb, BA
VY ADMEE I & o THRERD o v RRIGESEARL Tnw 3
EWSZEThY, HEBHUIKIELWEREZR > TWVS,

EHITORN T, TR > XOEFHIFY T
3.31£1.63°, f@00%0.260.12mm TH o7z, &R
N & OBfRIZ, IRV > XEREIREROD a < BRIGE
EOMICEBEOHBEN A 5 N7z (Pearson 1=0.649,
p=0.002, X37), MEF}EREROBREEIGE ICIIHEED
FREIZ AN no 72 (r=0.126, p=0.596). fAEDIX
EIZDWTE, RNV > XfER E 3 < BRINGE (r=0.241,
p=0.307, [X138), A & BRE BRI Z (r=0.329, p=
0.156) EWIFN b ERELERERS oz, RALV >
ADIROLIZDWTIE, EORERIEMINERSS & bEBIL
oz,

PE»s, RAVCAMEL 2tk > TRk a~
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36 BRAIL > XfEE n—idl.
EURAV Y XERESENTWS, F ABREOERIER/NS WS OO, REROINEE, Koo v RIGED

FHICRERHELL> TS,

1.0 0.6
0.5 )
e e
2 X 049 °
H H
1= = 031
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> > ° . o
n M 0.2 (LN ) *
#$ FiY o °® °
= ' o
0.1 1 °w (4 °
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0.0 0.0

o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
L XEE (E)
37 RN > X{ER & BREkD O < HRIGE,

HE B EDOHBI A & N7z (Pearson r=0.649,
p=0.002).

HRINESEART 52 &, FHEY Y=Lk TZDEE
PHITHRETH B Z LS I o Tz,

6. ERERIEDFHEL

O ERINZE DO FEZEALY, £ IZIRERSMEOE R
V7 DFEEMZEALD N ONT, TRETIIWVL DOHD
WmENDH L., LrL, ARLIEROERNEDOREGRE,
LI DWW TFEICRET U 7R 13 v, Rz kA
I & ARBR DN % [F]RF ICHIE T & 2 P > ¥ —Wave-
front Analyzer (KR-9000 PW, k72 ) ZHWT,
HBHOREMREMATL 2%, WRIFIREHERZH L2 WIEF

o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
L XEE (&)
38 BRAL > X{ERl & AR O HFIGE.

EHEDOHBEIZA S gk -5 7z (Pearson r=0.241,
p=0.307).

#7561 75 IR (18~69 1%) T, JEIriZ+3.555—12.0D
(P9 —1.77+£3.26 D) ThH - 7-.

R, MO 3 < HRIIGE T ER BB ICHBIL 228
(Pearson r=0.355, p=0.0016, 39), fAEOKEEE
IV 340 & FERE L 7222 o 72 (r=0.2357, p=0.139,
40), BRERONZE B L TiE, 2 < BRI (r=0.381,
p=0.0007, B 41), EKMEMENZE (r=0.312, p=0.0062,
42) & b IR R E R L.

PlE»s, a<IEizondAENERELE RS
7, IREREHRO a~NELFine & b nss, —
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Fig (%)
39 AR OTFIE & Filb.
W& 1A ICHHBI L 72 (Pearson r=0.355,
p=0.0016).

0.8

0.7 1

0.6 1 °

A IERREARNGE (um)

10 éo 3I0 4'0 5b 6'0 7I0 80
5 (/)
40 AREOIRERIGE & £,
B A 7 h 5 72 (Pearson r=0.2357,
p=0.139).

i CEREINEE W D TRASEZ RS &3 2 RN OJEHTE
ENEREL 2R T2, IRERSAEOIREINGE b i &
EHWIZEEMT A N E R o, KRR T
2 IRER AR O 18 RYL TN 22 22U BT A a5 90009
SR TEBY, SEIOEROZENOERBTE2HDT
b5,

7. BEGEEOY PSR MRE
JETREIEFAIIAER OIGE 2D & &, #RARET] %[5
BEE 20, RXEFEHCWL OLOMERELT S 2 LM
HonTwa, LASIK 3D 3 >~ b 7 A b ERE 2K
T&E 22 L1001, HEPR AR YIBAT919% PR-
KUo~110 y FRRICERE ST Wb, £72, & RIEmINGE
DS, LASIKSSOMN~120 Bl ik £ B 4] B o950
1) PRK®-8M2D e HnTHE SN TWwWE, —FT,
Applegate & ISR ABUIFEMOBER & 2 >+
FANBEOERTHHET 2 Z &2 LT, Bl
TlZ, aberroscopy Z FHWizifseic X > T, PRK#IZ

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
Fi#h(RR)
41 BRERD O < HRUNE & FE.
WFIZEREICHHEI L 72 (Pearson r=0.381,
p=0.0007).

IREREREARIGE (1 m)

i (%)

42 ERERODIREHRINE & F#.
MFEIZEEICHBE L 72 (Pearson r=0.312,
p=0.0062).

IRBR R R ENESEINL, FheBEELTEa v b
AMRAETVTRABET T 5 Z EBHEEINT
w3, LaLl, LASIK %OFEEINZEE 2> T A &
EORGEBRS L-Hs iz g Tickw, HLid LA-
SIK 12 & 2 IRERO EmRBEMEINAE L 2> 7 A MEED
ZAb & AT L 72122,

SR IF TR L T LASIK % 32 1) 72 110 #1200 AR
T, FWX17~52 1R CF¥32.7£8.4) Thorz. fif
B O T 13 —1.25~—13.25 D(CF-#)—5.34+2 .64 D) T
Hotz. Fhffid VISIX STAR S2 =¥y =L —H—v
AT AVISIX Inc.) &4 7 a7+ —2A (MK-2000,
=T v 7)TiTo 7z, firel &Mt 1 5 11, Hartmann-
Shack £ > ¥ — (KR-9000 PW, »7a)I2 X 35K
EINZOHIE, CSV-1000 E(Vector Vision Co.)IZ & %
av b7 X MEEOHIE, CSV-1000 LanC 10% 12 & %
Eary b2 AMVHNDOBERTo7, MHETS +—
CSV-1000 E @#lzE» &, area under the log contrast
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log contrast sensitivity
»

141 —e— before surgery *
1.2 —o— after surgery
1.0 1
0.8 T T T -
0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4

log spatial frequency (cycles/degree)

43 Laser in situ keratomileusis (LASIK) fiigif2 ™
BREDY PSR PREE.
FcL>oTar b 7 X MEERT X TOZEMB T
BEICET L 772 (*p<0.001, Wilcoxon signed-rank
test).

Changes in AULCSF

02 04 00 01 02 03 04 05 06
Changes in coma-like aberration ( zm)
44 FREROO O VHIGENZEL & AULCSF fZ 1L,

M 3G RO A & 1Ltz (Pearson correlation
coefficient r=—0.205, p=0.006).

sensitivity function (AULCSF) #&#& L 72119,

FMIZ L o TR > b T X MEREIX T X T DR/
FREBICBWTERIIET L ((p<0.001, Wilcoxon
signed-rank test, ¥ 43). Filfic X 2NEDZIL L 2
YN IR MEREOZILOBFRTIE, a~RNEOZELE
AULCSF od %1t (Pearson correlation coefficient r=
—0.205, p=0.006, [X44), BERHEEINZEDOZEL & AU-
LCSF o &1t (r=—0.171, p=0.022, DBHIEER
MR A NIz, £z, IRERO a~HIIGEDEL KD
YA MNRITOEAT=0.201, p=0.007, X 46),
REkOKmEENZEDOZEL KT > b T R P HETTDOZEAL
(r=0.207, p=0.005, AN EECHEL, Dk
5, fEREID LASIK IZHRER O R R EINGE 2 BRI
BEARSE, ZhcHplLTay 7 A MNREMETT 2
ZEDHHS I LT o 721,

HiIES3E 108% 125

Changes in AULCSF
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-0.05 0.00 0.005 0.10 0.15

Changes in spherical-like aberration ( zm)

45 RREROIXEFINZENZE(L & area under the log
contrast sensitivity function (AULCSF) ®Z 1L,
T I AR OMHEED A S 17z (Pearson correlation
coefficient r=—0.171, p=0.022).

0.6

Changes in low contrast
visual acuity (logMAR)

|
©
~
.

-0.6 T T T r : : -
-02 -014 00 01 02 03 04 05 06

Changes in coma-like aberration ( zm)

X 46 EREROAVHIGENEILELEI Y P TR MRS
NZEAE.
W& 2 I EE DI % & 7z (Pearson correlation
coefficient r=0.201, p=0.007).

0.6
°
- 0.4 1 . .
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2%
53 .
O©> 0.4 .
.
°
-0.6 T . r
-0.05 0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15

Changes in spherical-like aberration ( zm)

47 BREOKEHFNENELEEI PSR MR
NZEAE.
WE T E OB A & iz (Pearson correlation
coefficient r=0.207, p=0.005).
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48 HFERO) O < HRILE,
A & IRER O (E 13 #HBE ¥ §° (Pearson r=—0.262, p=
0.294), FEHEIZREKOEIAE LV BEREICE LS
(p<0.01, paired t-test).

SE4E, wavefront-guided LASIK 2SEGFRIGH S 5 &
I 7% 5 T\ 51297180 Wavefront-guided LASIK @
R o2 ELZ—RLILEERZASNTE ST, i
BOERIEEIPNZEDREIZFENRD LASIK EZb 58 ho
Tz & BRI H 5 — T, wavefront-guided B
%\ % topography-guided LASIK i O & R U 2=
AL, K0 RWHEENIE SN LT 2l
b3, SEIOHEL OMHPRT LD, Fick 2mXK
FEHENZEOE B ThE, 3> 7 A MEEDOZEL
b Ens, wavefront-guided LASIK Tt EX
FHINZEE 2> 7 A MREOHEIZBWT LY RV
RGNS o N2 AJREED D 5. SO HIRE L 72
W,

7212 2 ST OWESNLE R DX, i EREELTHEIX
EEary b7 X MREOHBERBN T 57210 TlE, FiT
WEBHEEEZRLIZLZIERORVWENS ZETH
%, %< OEHFIT, MEORREmNEE TS P TR b
BEN T TICHBEAL T s, Lichis T, SEERL MR
L7z k212, FC & 2 mREEmeEoRb s, Ffc
X232 b7 ANRBREOEOERE N T 2 0ERH
%129,

IV BHANE - RBHLY > X & QOV

1. AECKEE - BHL X
IEEEELETIE, KRR AOKRENZELZEL, IEO
BRI 2T 2 A L B IcHBBRIcH D, IRk
DERMENZE LI NT Y AN T W BB, L L, fnks
W&o TREEIELL, BIrEROZH 2 WIdRO
ZAENEL % &, KREAROERMEINZE S IEL 2> TAKE

49 HAREIRDIREFINE.
AL IREK O E 13 fHES ¥ 37 (Pearson r=0.144, p=
0.569), FHEIGRKOEL AL VAERICE P
(p<0.01, paired t-test).

DINT Y ADFANL B 13919 GNEFTIC & - TKERE
BN > X I &b > 7258, BEOKREIRA LV
YATRERIIEY AROKRIEINZEZ/H S 2 LI TSR,

Texix, ENEEISHR(65.7111.67%), fAazkilik 21 iR
(68.4+9.97%), K& AEIEIH 13HR(68.7+6.17%)
T, ABEONZECREHROINER KL, MR L
T, AR T a v 8RIEE (Pearson  r=—0.262,
p=0.294, X48), ERMEARINZE (r=0.144, p=0.569,
B49) &b, AECIRIRTHEL ko, a <8k, K
R & b2, FHYEIIRERDS A X D A E W E
Tho7 (p<0.01, paired t-test). fAKILEKETIE 2
~KEEGE (r=0.583, p=0.007, [50), BREERINGE (r=
0.669, p=0.001, BI51) & bz, AELEEROMICH
BB AN, o3 BRI AR IRk T
B, FIFHELWETH - 7228, BRIEBRINES IZIRERHS
AR D ERICKERMEEZR LT (p<0.01), HALMAE
R T® o~k (r=0.714, p=0.02, X52), BRIikE
INZE (r=0.639, p=0.047, X 53) & b I A & IRERD
MICHEBELMEER DD, FHEIT T <8k, BRERRIGE &
YA L IRERTE B R o Tz, 4 ROBEZ, D Al
CHRBRC OB, BRI T r=0.457(p=0.037),
K EHRIR T r=0.840(p=0.002) &, BFHET LV E»
Sz, ZORBKEAIR TR AR <RERTH- 723, IE
ARERIR T AR > RERCTd - 7z,

P brs, ANERTIEARE L RROIGE YT R 13
RELIFNRTWE Z &, BAKRERIRTIEAKLREKTE
RGN ZE 2 HEABE S B % 3, Al L IRA L > X O
FRRAMZ X0, BRENGEDFEIRI- N TR Wn I L8
mE NIz,
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50 {&7K&IRERD O < HRINE.
A & IREROEIFAREICHBIL (r=0.583, p=0.007),
SESE I A L IRER TS o T2,
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51 {AKRFAROERERIE.
AR L RER OB IXEEICHRIL (r=0.669, p=0.001),
SEEIXIREROER AR L D EEIWCE - 72 (p<0.01,
paired t-test).

2. FEEK@EEEHL X

BIRD X 512, FEROIRALY » X BEA S -k
HIRTIZ, AFEENY > XOBRENE DN T > 2 HH
nTwzwn, 27T, BNV Y XONEE 2 FEBRER I
LT, IREREEDOIRENZEZS Z 5 £ DRADD 5130
~189 R BARV X EHEAL T, MRIRONEERES
O QOV 2L 7z,

S TEAR DA MEH S 18 41 36 AR (72.0+6.5
%) T, —IRICIEBRERPN L > X (Tecnis), AR @
DOIRW LY > X(I0L) 11 A) = A L7z, 911 A X, X

HiIES3E 108% 125

0.35

0.3 ®

0.25

IRER

0.15

0.1}

0.05

% of1 o.'z 0.3
p=-):
52 #EKGE AR O v HRINE.
A E IREROMIEEZEICHBEL r=0.714, p=0.02),
SERE I A L ARER T8 2 A o 7z,

0.2
[ J
0.15}
2 oaf
0.05|
°
0 1 1 Il
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2
Al

53 HEKRMFIRDIRMEHFILE.
FARE & BRBROEIFEEWCHIBIL (r=0.639, p=0.047),
SEEIE AN L ARER TR I o T,

SEERISERTE T H % LASE, Tecnis L [F UME B & OIIR
OY)a—VENV YA TH 3B,

M DS E % "3, Wavefront Analyzer (KR-9000
PW, 72 ) CHIELABOEREEINE L, 2
~ERIGE, BRERRINGE L b, MLy v AEEAS Y
Motz (M54), IRERESETIE, 2 <vENEIZY > X
NG o T b DD, IREMRINZES & O Z,%13 Tecnis
THRIZBEVWEDHRTH -7 (55). 2> hF7 X b
R I A » — b CSV-1000 E (Vector Vision Co.)
THIZE L, AULCSF 58 L7219, FERITK 56 O 2
LT, FEERMEIRNLY > X TR BRIFRERICH - 7
0N, BECEEZIFAS> N>, CSV-1000 Lan-
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AV HRINGE PREHRINE aVHRINE HRERINE Z,° (3km)

X 54 HiEOARSRIEEINE.
BRIV > X (911 A) £ FEBRE L > X (Tecnis) DEICEE
oo,

1.8 |

1.6

14}

1.2

IRE FEER
X 56 #RIEEa> TR MRADER.

Area under the log contrast sensitivity function (AUL-

CSF) ZEtHE L7z, FEERMEIRA L > X TR RIFR{ERA

Zhotens, HECEEZZA SN o T,

C10% THIE LK > v 7 X MRS b ERET (K 57),
JEBRE L > X TRRRFTHo 120, BELBET 1o
7.
BEOEBOEXREHEINET —2 2HAL T, M
DY Ialv—yaryrfToThiz, M8WRLIZLD
2, BALEISmMm OBEIEMmMLY > X IcEF Ry, Ly
L, BEFLE4mm iz % &, FEERKEIRALY > XD F

55 i ORISR EINE.
IVREINEIZ Y AEICER -T2 b OO, ERERRIY
ZB LU Z, % Tecnis TEEICED - T2,

@ FrkmE

0.05

0.15 |

02

0.25

57 {E3> PS5 X RS logMAR {&.
FEEREIL X CTRRRIFTH 720, AELER KhroT.

DRFLHRGEN RS NS, S o TEFEIKRE S T
i, MEGROEIZLVIERT 3.

M E» o, FEEREIRALY > X Tecnis 3 &K AR
HRENZ BRI &8, fEG2EET S, Ly
L, BAENNSZEE3ZOERERZRONI-b DIk
D, BRI KEEVIZR s, BAEOKE X
EEE, DrLREHERZEOEZNET T, 3> TR
NREEOWENREEN S,
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JETR@E L > X (Tecnis)

xR 7 BEGAERENT—Y

792
HEL > X(911A)
BEFLE3mm
fEFLZE4mm
58 #AEGNDTIaL—T 3,
EROEREAINZET — ¥ 2O THERDY S 2 v—Y 3 v 2fT->7. BEAL 3Imm O%BE1E, Wy X
WEIFEw, BEAZE4mm 72, FEREIRALY > X D05 RIF S G S HE S5,
3. BIEEmEARSESN

HAREFMNIC £ > TRAKGREIR & 2, £MENLH
fifxkbh, BREFERORECZ2B3TTHS. L
ML, BIEXLT, H2VIEESFDADBIET, il &
YRIFEENERTEZEN S Z EBHS T BH0
~u L Z OBHRIIBIE EWIEh, ZOEFELTIN
FTIRWL DODDbDOPEIBINT X119 205
HD—2l%, RAV Y APHIRICE LI bDTH S
2, HFRNCEWRN D 2 1Z EIRN Y~ ABBET % & »
IFEZIFEREIN T B9 Zfth, sSEREELHIC
Lo THEATRENPEL &5 LI 3B H B pyronnsy
U RERR B L 3R o T,

Fxid, HEBOE R ARO L ESECERHL
720, ZhETIZY, BEPRARYIE -5, PRK
B L Z T IIRT, ZHEEAAREETH W I XRERED
FIENRINT WS, EBHFREICH 5 BF T, RKIl
BICET & b I REFRERIC B WT, MBS ESSE
NEDRRTH 2 LT HHESIDE BB,

HAREFMIC B W T b AR, G
ERRHORERIELT 2, 222, BITBEFNER

FZEWNET 2% 072 98 f1 121 iR B v T, AR
figet (Orbscan, ¥/ »HGE) 21TV, BEFLEHEWNIC B
U2 AEEF I ORRKER/NDERZ LD, Iz Ak

MR%L 121

i 69.840.73
JRITELR 0.96+0.50 D*
FE LA 0.8040.46 D
L 3.51+0.57 mm
BRI 2.00+0.92D
FARRJE 3T A 5.26+1.73D

S+ REEHERRE, D diopter

Pl amid & U7ats0, i, {Ex ORI o i FLE Y 4
RWZHE> TlTo 7z, BHAMIEIE Y 28 ¥ X —% (NP Ac-
commodometer AS-13, B THEIEL, HH—&ETT,
B %10 BfT-> T, ZDOFH ek,

BIFEEEIX2.00£0.92D &0, Zhid@dEORE
DU L LR e WRER Th o 7. O, BET—
Y EERTITRT,

RIRtiE 2 BER, EIrLAR, AREHRRE, B
£5, FHp, AR R SR L U TSR
2ol 25, ABREIT1AE(59) & L2 (X
60) NEEICEET ANT kol oM, BEL
G E2 RS EhroTz,

WRE L, FRIBVCABRSEEZER L Twv 5 (BEELS
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o Apparent accommodation (diopter)
<

17 61 AEDI7HRIGE LGRS,

M2 1B E DB & & iz (Pearson, r=0.440,
ol . . p<0.001).
0 2 4 8 10

6
Corneal multifocality (diopter)

59 AROEITHDE L BREmE.
M 21X AR OB A & 1tz (Pearson r=0.440,
p<0.0001).

[$,]
T

IS
T
.

Apparent accommodation (diopter)
N w

Ot ) L ® . ) L
2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 4.5 5.0
Pupillary diameter (mm)

60 HEILR LIBRREE.
& 3B E OB A 5 7z (Pearson r=0.309,
p=0.0006).

REWVRIFE, RE2BHAHREEZETLZ2bDEHZS
Nz,
4, {AEREN L BRIKEINE

3 2 EDBHS IR o T2, IRONEFERE, o TIIH
BRI ED L S REERDHLDOMLBARHTH-7:. £
T, ZHESARRIR % T OBLS 2 S ET L7z 7,

BRI B W THBERRER 21TV, Z20ES
7 —% % Zernike ZHEAICER L, 3RE 5ROZHED

w
T
°

E
X
c
Ke]
= o o
5 2 .
k-] .
2 . -
T S °
81 . 00..0.: ° 2 . .
5] o ®o%0° )
S eV e o o3,¢ °
n .oo -, A .o... o o °
°
0' ° .’o..”‘o . L
0 1 2 3 4 5 6

Apparent accommodation (diopter)

X 62 AEOIRKEEFINE & BIREE.
BEOMHBEIE A S g (Pearson, r=0.001,
p=0.993).

RMS % o <RIz, 4 RE 6 ROLED RMS % BRH
BRI & U CEH L7,

ZOFER, AEOBEFLHENICB T 2 3 vHINE (0,241
+0.165 pm CFE ¥R ) ) X RFHATR L BRI
RS L 7228 (4 61) , BRTATARIN ZE (0.667+0.596 pm) 1% 1%
HETR CAHBEL 2o (62), &6, IXRDKHE
(Zy72~Z,%) Z L i biitisE L OB AT LIz & 2 5,
FE AN AACZFFD triangular astigmatism (Z;732) 28
OB T 2 EDBRTHHo72., ZniE>EY, %

B, BHFEFCEASE LWL EnwS 2 ThY, HELA
B EETH5T55DTH 5.

RIZ, WEZOHBREICN T 288 %, €T VIRTY
Salb—varli, EAZImmT, 0.5DOLH%
RE LIcE, BRINGEREL ZWLIRIEK63A D LS
7% point spread function(PSF) & 7 > )V b BEA X —
VERL, PNk~ FEEET SIRTIEK63B O
X 5127 %, Strehl ratio IZNZE74 L DS 0.023, 2
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HiIES3E 108% 125

20/40 20/20

63 X2l —>3>T0.5DERIEEE-HED point spread function (PSF) & 5> FJL b RA A —2,

Al BREHEINEN 2 BWGA,

SINENDH BLHET0.043 &, BEOHTVRIFTH-
7z. Modulation transfer function (M TF) & [Elf£ D55
ThHoMP, ZDZ ks, ELINEDRWIRZETT
EHTCHERCHW 2 &, 2~ IFHEEIL K&
MoOTWAEZ ERHLMNER ST,

BFEIE, ANEFMEZO QOV I & > TEEZRE
ThHb., ANEMBRRICHATTEZRVEZ 5 L DR~
12, BEELZ DD DOBThbR T3 L9170, S48 4 5]
EFOTUTON TV TH S, ZTDEOITIX, B
DA A =X LT DERIE R 0,

W3 ZERMEVEWEFZ 5NDEH, TRZFNHLHEE
REEBRICEDL I BHEREZ T 200 EIZHSNT
v, BB ETAIETWL RO DIZ, HEEREDMH
SLDIHEEHEIC L TS HEEE b b5, Z DRIEI
DWTCIE, BERIERENTHTH 5.

VOIREERIC & % EEERBEE QOL D%k

1. REEE QOL 0AlIE

EEOHWIL, BEONE - £FEZHIRT 2 L5 2 H
D 2 W IFEMRES 2, FEROFTREM S &0 TR
W2 (HD2VWIFIVERL) 2L, T4hbb LD REEQO-
LERBT2ILTHY, ERD D VIIEFIRGECEE
3 % QOL & —f% 1 health-related QOL(HR-QOL, &
FEBAEE QOL) L IEIEN 5, FEYRAER TR £ OERIT

B a~IEZEEE T 554,

EOTMIEAE L LT, IhE TIEIRBEEREFTR L EH
ETEINZEBRNZT7 7 b A2 EEEHWsRS 2k
N% otz LrLl, HRQOL OE» 6 #E 2 TH 3
&, XVEBEZDOIZZDOL S BEBNBEZD DD
BE TR %L, ZhABBEOIERND 5 WIBHITE
EEBRBTAIEICEDISIEII>TehEVS HTH
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BHREEEHEERESTH D, ARBEROEOREELHEIC > TWS, Tabb, $
PO THELBZFOEBMEbNE LI E>TETWS, Lirl, BOEWRZGFZHFHRE R0ET
MFEBS R WOBEIRTH S, {3k, QOL Z2EICHEL TWB b DREAOEBRWAEFE THY,
DHEEIE 2 EBR L HAEMTbRTWS, —F, TEARUFBNCTES L33 AbEER
TETW5, HRO 8B LEIZIEL S 3w 5 Ewvwbh, REHN B 2 HEERE O 39 1 5 B i b
NTCHRYITH S, IREENQOL/QOVICED XD ITHEL, BETED LS XELT E0DE
BEIVEATIE 21 HACOIRBIZ2E LEELFETH L. CORMEEIYD LT OREKRILTH 5.

=, A, SLAOEITEE IEERE L~ XAV v X THBSRE & FHIE T X %23, ABRCRIERLS
D FH I FARRTARZAL DM 72 b DO TH 5. RamX T ABTCRIENTEE ORE ) >~ 7 Lo/
T153 B8R 7 — ) Zfffi 3 5 2 L TABEARERSREERML TWwb, REGLHOM I —) =
HBrEALEREM L 2 E3HEHENE Y, 2T, ZoHE2AwTHEEARORERLOEER
HIEIE, ARBHEDCRBEO ARIRZEILOT 21T Twb, £z, 7=V 2FEEFHALLEH LY
B ER A B ERLA O OEEGNC 13D TH AR EN HETH 5.

L CIRIRBMEEIC b BEF 20 Tla R, WEPLFEOFEZ ANEASNTE T, T4bb,

IRERDIGEIC 3T S 4, R & ARBRO R RILHINEE T H % 2 ~ BRI & BRIERRIGE DI 2 L3R
AEnTwas, Zofh, LASIK 2D DM, RV > X DR ERRE & IRBRO R HIGEE
L OB, WHINZEE 2> P 7 X MEEOHBER b RENTW S, Ri#fioFKH L L TABEDS

HEBHE O QOL O #I%E 12 1k NEI-VFQ 25 0 HAFERR % 7ERL L T HEAMTETE O QOL/QOV O
FHEZIT> T3, ZHIEFROBRPINE 2 ETOEREBEDOHE 72 1 2 5FHH 3 2 D Tldx <, &
FHOHEAEFEL QOL O, S5l 2 2 £ T, SHBROBRZEL, FEIRIFETHE, %
7z, ANREOEE % BHEINZED 5 #Et LT QOL/QOV L BHE DT 23 A I DWW TH R TW»
205, SGHROBRFICHIREL v,




