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Contrast sensitivity in pseudophakic eye in University Eye Clinic
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ABSTRACT

Contrast sensitivity is used to assess the quality of vision. Light scattering can reduce contrast
sensitivity. Intraocular lens implantation may reduce light scattering and improve contrast sensitivity. This study
aimed to compare contrast sensitivity in pseudophakic eye between patients without ocular disease and patients
with posterior eye disease in an eye clinic at university. Data from clinical medical records were analyzed,
including age, contrast sensitivity, and eye disease, selecting only those with aspherical intraocular lenses and
without anterior segment eye disease. In total, 62 eyes of 62 subjects were included in this study, 36 eyes in
non-ocular disease group (age 69 + 8.76 years) and 26 eyes in posterior eye disease group (age 72 + 6.93 years).
The contrast sensitivity of both groups was not significantly different. Comparison of contrast sensitivity in
various posterior eye disease group, included glaucoma, dry AMD, epiretinal membrane, and non-proliferative
diabetic retinopathy. There were no statistically significant differences. Conclusion: Contrast sensitivity among
groups without eye disease and groups with posterior eye disease There were no statistically significant
differences when wearing aspherical IOL intraocular lenses. There was no difference in age between the two

groups.
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NTG
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PDR
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Intraocular lens

Retinal pigment epithelium
Age-related macular degeneration
Primary angle-closure glaucoma
Normal-tension glaucoma
Non-proliferative Diabetic Retinopathy
Proliferative Diabetic Retinopathy
Epiretinal membrane

Intraocular pressure

Lateral geniculate nucleus
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(Contrast sensitivity)
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TsaeaIuyiag (Posterior segment disease)
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A D) Yo Vw9 & o

o Ejﬂllﬂiﬂﬂ"liﬂ»l"lﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁgﬂﬂ HIVS U
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1aud (Crystalline lens) 9N uarlaaua

Y =1
UNINUNYY (Intraocular lens) LUNU

A dl a 9 U [
Ao TsanmalulaseasndIuraavegnm
1aun Jugnan (Vitreous), 9015z@man
. ( .
(Retina), AD598A (Choroid) LAY

i@uiszanan (Optic nerve)
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1. Iﬂi\‘lﬁiNﬂ]ﬁ’J‘H‘Vim (posterior segment of eye)

Ora serrata

Ciliary body S

Ciliary zonuI;\ __—Sclera
(suspensory \ P ~_~Choroid
ligament) ] W~ _~Retina
Comea— %~ _~Macula lutea
Iris ——— £ _——Fovea centralis
Pupil — & ~—Posterior pole
Anterior pole— ,Optic nerve
Anterior——_

segment (contain;\
aqueous humor)/ \
Lens ——— /

Scleral venous — z. Central artery
sinus

. - A and vein of
Posterior segment B % — the retina
(contains vitreous humor)

Optic disc
(blind spot)
(a) Diagrammatic view. The vitreous

humor is illustrated only in the

bottom part of the eyeball.
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1 https://www.pinterest.com/pin/733242383064942962/

1.1 ”éum (vitreous)

(2

< { 1 N
iuﬁuﬂumaﬁaﬂymﬂﬁ ﬂizﬂ@uﬁjaa 11 99%, ADARATIU (collagen), Llazﬂiﬂ"lé’lm@jiuﬂ

Y
A o

(hyaluronic acid) T3 ium T inasiPu 80% veaan udaziiniludinilsznevde 900% uafinunila
unnth 2 wh ilesanil leegTsiin Fusauanlsznende iduleneaanon (collagen fibrils) naniil
hydrated hyaluronic acid molecules Tuaa 3uwﬁ’wm’§'um {38071 anterior cortical gel AaLUY fT‘]J!LﬂﬂGy’d
AUATIUNAS (posterior lens capsule) Fudnvauzidusa (ligament of Wieger) daugmmmi’um (vitreous
base) T1duluaoaaIuTaRaf DI ora serrata HagIUNIN 2 TAAWAT HAZAIUNET 3-4 TaAILAST
HONING Tuvesiumdsdanuuniyaaud (lens capsule), I§UIADAIDA (retinal vessels), [du1lszamnen

(optic nerve) Lmzu?nmgﬂ%’umwsﬁ’ﬂ (macular) (McCannel, 2016)
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1 1 4 aa 4 2
1501113 lidesaudan (crystalline lens), 38015 VA (ciliary body) 1Az 9001 (retina) 1091gNINUL
9

[

Y ]
Tuanglianyuzimainniu shldinansuenddninaea dnvilina Tsajuanieu (posterior vitreous

q

detachment) & (Cantor et al., 2016)

1.2 9901 (retina)

@ K A Ay o 2 ~ 7o Y o 9y A (4 o &
LTJULH?JLEJ@V]'I’N]BLL?N PAULFAAVUNIS ”lmm rods Li81& cones M asunasanutaudu
Tyanalszam 1ag rods wzaouduesluiiia du cones 1zADUAUDIADLANT TUAUNUIATINANYDY
I 1 12 A = I 1 [l A Y < YA
a1 1 uaIUVDY macular llllllﬂﬂi’]ﬂmﬂﬂ Ll,ﬁ311L"Ifaﬁ‘ifl"h@]@LLE‘N‘HUTLLU‘L!L‘W@blﬂlﬁuﬂmﬂ”IW“lJ?NﬂTWUlﬂﬂ
(Nathan, 2006) in21un91lszanas 5.5 Taamas TuaauasIna1s macular (5001 fovea YUIALTZIY 1.5
a a : ! A o o o @ < a A A o 1
yaaluag G?);\ifl’ﬁ’)u‘i/]iﬂlW'lZﬁ'lWi‘Uﬂ'J'liJﬂiﬂfﬂLmZﬂ'lﬁJ@\iL“ViHﬂWWﬁ 131U fovea i]giJﬁﬂHﬂ‘l%L’il'l‘]J'Nﬂ’ﬂ
X a a A ' =~ = ~ ' = a a = 4
Wuwnaﬂizﬁmmnmau TIUNVNNGALTYNI foveolar mmﬂﬂizmm 0.35 UaaluA T ULYAA cones
9
MUY (McCannel, 2016) Tagapaivglisuainmuuen lduly laun
n’g}.l = 1a o o
1) Retinal pigment epithelium Usenoudlusadsufe 1l pigment 8gAANU choroid N1
A o | o w A A
WIN@ATUMAY 11U blood retinal barrier ttaziaavedeh 1dv1n photoreceptor cells
4
2) Photoreceptor layer 52O UAIBIYAa rods LAY cones
. | 21 B W '
3) External limiting membrane Lﬂu%uﬁagszmn photoreceptor L181¢ Muller’s cells
k) a =1 4
4) Outer nuclear layer 152noUAUHIARIAUDUTAA rods MAL cones
4
5) Outer plexiform layer Y32NDUAIY axon VYBILKAR rods L1AT cones TINDY dendrites VD4
bipolar cells ttai¢ horizontal cells
J . . :
6) Inner nuclear layer R G ERRE bipolar, horizontal i6& amacrine
. s . . 7
7) Inner plexiform layer U52NUAIY axons VOUYAF bipolar 91 dendrites YDILBAA
ganglion
. Y J = .
8) Ganglion cell layer sznouaraaUonvod ganglion
4
9) Nerve fiber layer U32NOUAIY axon VB ULKAT ganglion

S ST ' v & a
10) Internal limiting membraneLﬂu%u‘ﬂuﬂﬂi314’31\1‘1]8@]1!!,?185}14@11 3413/ 1 basement

membrane U Muller’s cells (Manotosh & Koh, 2018)



Retinal layers Components

10 Inner limiting membrane

'
il Ay

9Nerveﬁberlayer—{ ///r =

Axons at surface of
retina passing via
optic nerve, chiasm
and tract to lateral
geniculate body

Ganglion cell

8 Ganglion cell layer —W

7 Inner plexiform layer—

Muller cell
(supporting glial cell)

Bipolar cell

6 Inner nuclear layer—

Amacrine cell
5 Outer plexiform layer— :
Horizontal cell

Rod
Cone
4 Outer nuclear layer—

3 Outer limiting membrane —

i

Pigment cells
2 Photoreceptor layer — 9

1 Pigment epithelium ——<L

Koeppen & Stanton Bere and Lavy Physioloqy, 6th Cditon.
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1.3 AdIOHA (choroid)

I 2 ' 1% & A A H y
WUFUFIUUONDAVINHFUIDA ﬁmmwmﬂsgmm 0.25 Unalung ﬂﬁgﬂﬂﬂﬁiﬁﬂ%ulgu&ﬂﬂ 3 YU
Yy ) I ¥ Ao Yy A : . . y I Y da Yy A <] H
llﬂllﬂ %uiugmﬂuwmmﬁmaaﬂmﬂ (choriocapillaris) , FUNAUDUTUN VT UIDDAVUIAEN LazFUUON
g & Hda g oA ' Yy A ¢ . i .
Wuruniiduwaeavuialvag Tasiduiaoauadlunesosania1n long posterior ciliary arteries, short

Y
%

Y
posterior ciliary arteries }L@1& anterior ciliary arteries @ 3U I UIEPARININ vortex system HBNVN TREAT

Y

= < H 1 ] [ ]

Bruch’s membrane &1 1 F U1 €1 3£ %7319 basal laminae U®J3¥ U retinal pigment epithelium N U YU
4 J 1 B . . <

choriocapillaris Y93IADTDYA Iﬂ&lﬂ’ﬂi’ﬂﬂﬂﬂgizﬂ?ﬁﬂl’ﬂﬂ‘ﬂ’;ﬂizﬁ’mQT (optic disc) N ora serrata (Cantor et

al., 2016)



1.4 @wilszanm (optic nerve)

Aa a . I
Wulszamaiianuendszuna 47-50 daamas Uszneudlrodulelszaim $uilu axon ve4
ganglion cells (Manotosh & Koh, 2018) Uszana 1 a1y (Nathan, 2006) uazea lada occipital cortex Tag
[ I [l o [ 1
iduilsamanuualdtu 4 aruauduma 1dun

v 9
1) Intraocular part AW 1 UAAIUAT [TUAA optic disc 1Q1¥ lamina cribrosa
= a a I 1 A A A
2) Intraorbital part UAITWYII 25 UAALUAT Lﬂuﬁ’Ju%ﬂJﬂ’JHJfJTJ‘ﬂq’ﬂ 910 lamina cribrosa
= . .
IUDY optic foramina
3) Intracanalicular part AN 5 UaauAs E)Eﬂu optic canal
4) Intracranial part 1AW 10 HAAWAT 910 optic canal D optic chiasm

(Manotosh & Koh, 2018)

l Intraocular (disc),

1mm longth
N |

B\

Inraoiviial,
25mm lengh

—_Irtrazanaticular,
9mm lergth

_lateacranial,
16mm length

5U7 2.3 naasdmvouduilszaman

910 https://www.pinterest.com/pin/710302172466985145/

2. Tsamaauniag (posterior segment eye diseases)

U [ J 4 k 1 o
Tsaluaiuviaiveagnen 1é8un ifum, ADI08A, 9001 Laztdullszaimal FalsaaaIunas

=} 1 < ¥y A S o W 1 ~
mmiﬂuwaﬁamﬁummu"lﬂ Lu@ﬂiﬂﬂuﬁ’)uﬁWﬂﬂelflUﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂi&uﬂ"ﬂi$ﬁ1°ﬂUlﬂl,lfﬂawaﬂﬁll@\i (Nell &
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Walde, 2010) Tsaararunasidnnuludgeeoig laun Tsadofiu (glaucoma), T5A1D1%2 11 UIDAT
(diabetic retinopathy), Tsnv0n1H AAn0N (retinal detachment), 15 1A ANFALADY (age-related macular
. 9y A = v . . Y A o A Y .
degeneration), Timﬁumamgmmemqﬂ@u (retinal artery occlusion), Iiﬂlﬁum@ﬂﬂ”ﬂlﬂ@ﬁ”@ﬂ@m (retinal

vein occlusion), Tsawsianaoa (epiretinal membrane) wazls ﬂi’umz?f 84 (posterior vitreous detachment)

2.1 lsnfehiu (Glaucoma)

2 A a A Y} R o w A X 9
Aulsannannanudenye adullizaina FEIdunusAUMsINNIUYINNUAUGNA
. 1o @ ° Y = = A =
(intraocular pressure) 1110 livhimssnyazinliae s gadoaiuaenaudmIven 1o InINMTAeUe3
4 . a < - [ ] %
1% ganglion 728 (Schellack et al., 2015) TsndoRudulsaGos luiieins slinsgodeauaionila
1 o <3| = a Y o ~ v PN~ = J . =
Timusonduuniluwmiowanld anvazAnuaiulvane Innudeniovousad ganglion, UN15U19
g‘/ . @ 31/ 1 A A o A Y a A A
YBIFU retinal nerve fibre layer azanyazy)szanamlvg anuasandnnulugihelsadeniv ae 1

(Y v A o 4 .
AUAUGNAG (Jonas et al., 2017) VILTIAUNATNVOA1T 1HTA1MTO1 199D axon VYDUYAA ganglion

v 9
uazy %% cupping NUszamamvnialng Tasriiaveslsndetiu laun

2.1.1 Tﬁﬂﬁ@ﬁuﬂguﬁjﬂ (Primary open-angle glaucoma; POAG)

- Charsb

meshwor

Pasterior segment of globe Anterior segment of globe aqueous humor
outflow pathway

717 2.4 vaasdnyuzyuauile

910 https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1350946216300696



Unnulurum@Aaz uan FayusznuinuanunszInaIMIoizenyua §
Y
nsttadnd ¥1145n15 lvasenveairlugnat (aqueous humor) 11/n14 trabecular meshwork tag
Y Yy a a Yy 1A [ J Aa A
schlemm’s canal 18 Tagomsudasveslsnderuyudla laun danuaugnaiminni 21 Nadwasisen
= Ao o Jdo A J . . = [l
HAZFULAIATUEIIANNTUNUTNIUNITIAONUDI axon UDILHAA ganglion (optic neuropathy) G])’Qﬁ?]uclﬁiy,
Y A g 9 a a a 3] AN 1A < A ' A2 a X

wungihemiulsnderduyuiaszgy@emsuouiu Taeh lulomaaunse luauiea sunaauly

1 til U =
nguiAIuAuANAUgnaT TR
2.1.2 Vsndefnaymitlariianuaumin@ (Normal-tension glaucoma; NTG)
o 9 9 9y a a zé =\ d' 4
wnnudszunmdesas 30 voudilreIsadeiuyuila Feliaudovvousad
. o ! =) d’d % | Y a =) L :a 1
ganglion 11 lilgmsgadeavaiean Tuvazhinnuaugnaiegluszauing Tasiinnuaugnaidini

21 Haawaslsen ANUETIIEUDI axon LNAINULTIAUIIN cerebrospinal fluid 6.

2.1.3 Iiﬂﬁﬂﬁuﬂgsﬁjﬂ (Primary angle-closure glaucoma; PACG)

*.
& T

)

& A

lﬂ' Q} a
310 2.5 uansdnyuzyuaila

®

10 https://www.jaypeedigital.com/book/9789351526575/chapter/ch10

dnnulursumnaerensueon AUNAIN iris, lens LLAT retrolenticular structures
Tddav119m3 Tadsuued aqueous humor 9INATNUNUTLHIN iris 14A% cornea AL M 1HUANUAUM
q 3

g9 wownlumav ez Nl a18a1819070 (extreme hyperopia) 019401015 ReUNGU HInTinuaU
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A dy 1 Aa A = A Y A 9 A A A

WNAUNINND 30 Haawasdsen azlioimsiaa aauld Tnmsversveuduideaiiwoya nzana1uIy
= Yy

azodeu la

a

4 d' a Y
2.1.4 Tsﬂmﬂumnﬂmnm’szumnmau (secondary glaucoma)

I Y a Aa o =\ A A Yo a = o Y

lﬂUIﬁﬂﬂﬂwuﬂlﬂﬂﬂqﬂﬂaqﬂ']ﬂfnilliiﬂﬂu""] W‘i’e)blﬂ’ﬁJEJTUNGImﬂ GIN‘VIﬂ.meﬁ
4 2 Y ' a a gy Y ¥ A o
lW?JGIJuql@Qﬂ'J']Nﬂu@jﬂ@nlﬂﬂﬂ'ﬂﬂﬂ@l ’l’)']%!,ﬂﬂulﬂ{l]']ﬂﬂ'lﬁﬂigﬂi‘Iﬂ']ﬁﬁﬁ']\i ﬁi’e)llﬂsllﬂ‘ljﬂﬁﬂ”lillﬁa’e)@ﬂﬂlm

aqueous humor Iaun

1.) Pseudoexfoliative glaucoma
NAINMTAAUY09 1sAUUT AT TIIgNAT (anterior chamber) Loz 11/gaAn

N3 UI8VDNVBI aqueous humor 131901 trabecular meshwork

2.) Neovascular glaucoma
= 9 Yy A 1A 1 il L. [ Y
umsaswmumaﬂiwumnmagmzmw iris 119 cornea (iridocorneal angle) 1/]1114

~ a = a o A <
llﬂ'liﬂﬂlqmgﬂﬁ'l mgﬂumnmizmaaaﬂmm aqueous humor Iﬂﬂﬂﬂi}ﬂlﬁﬂﬁﬂ1ﬂﬂ1ilﬂuiiﬂmﬂ’i’nu

3.) Steroid-induced glaucoma

Lﬁﬂiuﬁﬂaaﬁmwummaﬂiaﬂﬁgﬁagﬂymnzi;ﬂ%"umwﬁﬂammu (macular
edema), M35 19MesaA11N15Ugna18n529nA1 (comeal transplant rejection), TV UYAANTUABY LB
11NN NUNA (immune hyper-reactivity) 4agn13 VAR UIINTUMInLEY (injury-related inflammations) 3
a1 Ins9er319u04 trabecular meshwork 1Waou11laa'l1 991219013 11Ma00nv04 aqueous humor Has

iuanusugna in lisamenrih Idiilulsaderiuyuila’ld

4.) Pigmentary glaucoma

v a s

UNLNAVTIN pigment dispersion syndrome Taglimsaevousaa pigment epithelium
Yo iris M 1HUMINTENMEVBUNAHULF I trabecular meshwork Y3193 IHavenves aqueous humor

o ) @ éf
LL@%VIﬂWﬂ’J”I?JﬂHQﬂG]”IQQ*UH
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A ' 9y dy S v .. v e
5) FUNADU LFU ADNTSIN LUBIDN LASYLIYDNLEU (uveitis) (Krizaj, 1995)

2.2 15N HTHM (Diabetic retinopathy)

S A 3 A3 ¥ o !
i lsanasadeavinadniluraunsndouainIsauirnu wazawnsailignieg
Y YA A 2 2 o = 9 A A
aweald ghllanu@dsudulsamvnuiusen Ussmnuiosas 50 89 60 veadiremnrnuaiian 2
v Y
uazannnNdesaz 90 vesrihonvnuwian 1 TagazlinsnuIAIT1Ves capillary basement membranes,
1 9 A . ~ = 4 . = 9 Y A 1
ms lanwesveuduaoaros (microaneurysm), NI GYLAILFAA pericyte nagimsdaiduaon v
. . = A g A 1 < @ <3 o = =
(neovascularization) Fan1sliduiaoa lilaneuiludnyaggavinaanoenuivinmiviceadeares Iins
y Y ' 1 =) U U { )
Frvesdsimas lviiu dahligmsvanusnugasunmdanen (diabetic macular edema) H191/5510N

AMUENHULNIDDAT AL

2.2.1 Non-proliferative Diabetic Retinopathy (NPDR)

= o 2 oY 1A Yy oy A 1
517 2.6 u,ﬁmaﬂymzTimmmmmufuamuazﬂthmmiﬁinmumaﬂclwu

U

910 https://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/eye-disorders/retinal-disorders/diabetic-retinopathy

& 2 Aoy 14 Yy oy A v &
Lﬂui‘iﬂmTﬁ’Jﬂ!"llu%@ﬂﬂﬂﬁmEl\iullliJﬂﬁ’sTiNlﬁum’E)ﬂslTiiJ mmmmaﬂﬂma
A U 9y A . < = ' 9
A1 ISYSLUINAD ﬂﬁIﬂﬂWflﬁl@i!ﬁmaﬂﬂNﬂU (mlcroaneurysm) Tﬂﬂ%%tﬁuﬂﬂﬁuﬂdﬂuﬂﬂﬁ1 ‘J@ﬂiiﬂﬂflu"lﬂﬂ
A A . . Y @ ' Y  a
Llﬁlﬂiﬂﬂﬂ1‘iulaflﬂﬂﬂﬂ1u%6ﬂ1 (intraretinal hemorrhages) 1ﬂﬂ1ﬂmﬂﬂ1‘iﬁi’m1ﬂ8‘n’ﬂﬂ UANIIATIINIYIT

<3 @ 1
Aaa137lgoolsadu (fluorescein angiography) dziiuanyazms llawesveuduidonla
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FTAUANFULTIVOIFIA NPDR ensoutsawansuey laun szauligunss

(mild) TiduidearlosTianesimuiviionoon (hemorrhage) 130155204 1U3iU (hard exudate) 5eAvLU
Y
N8N (moderate) 321N15V1A1A0AVDIFY retinal nerve fiber layer (cotton wool spots) Hiduiaeanalna
. . . .. 1 Y A Y A 1% =
(intraretinal microvascular abnormalities) (¥ LT ULADAVIIYUALITULIADANA TEAVTULLIY (severe) D1V
A Yy A ! & & ! A Ay A o )
momommmﬁumaﬂN@aiﬂqwmm’mq 4 AIUUDIVDAN Wi@ﬂlﬁum@ﬂﬂﬁ]ﬂﬂﬂa'lﬂgﬂﬂﬂ (venous
. 1 A A a a 9 A 1 [

beadlng) 2 Ghnl 4 AIUUVDIVDAN WS@Nﬂ'J'INNﬂTJﬂW’UENLﬁHLﬁ@ﬂ 1 11'! 4 §IUUVDIVDAN Glmmu;uuimm

= (% 49! 1o = 9 9) A 1
(very severe) HDINITUTAAI 2 aﬂymzfvu‘lﬂgmm‘lmmiﬁimmumaﬂlm

N3UINVDIATUNINGA (Diabetic Macular Edema; DME) 019 W1 lunnssay
2 ER] Y a < o A =
ANUFUHIVOA T3 AN NUIUIRAT uazinluaurg g @emsveutiulusedn NPDR 11103910k
=< Y A 2 =2 A a . . o q Y=t o S 9
MIFUEUFURDALINYUTINDINANUT 18D blood retinal barrier 1IN TIv0IdIs AL Tugiy
A ' < Y a ' Y 1o a =
ninvaeadon llgroa iuauvg liinamsuan dewali photoreceptor cells liivi1a1u Mamsgapdonts

< y a { a o @
ll'f'NLWHT@EllﬂW']EﬁLﬁ@Lﬂ@ﬂ1ﬁ'U'JiJ“ﬁ‘Uﬁl'Jﬂ‘lﬂqﬂﬂJﬂ"IWG]fﬂ

2.2.2  Proliferative Diabetic Retinopathy (PDR)

A [ v A dy [ = 9 9 A ]
E‘IJ'VI 2.7 Llﬁﬂ\iaﬂyﬂlgwxiNﬂ(luTﬁﬂLUTVT'JTL!GIJ'L!"l]'09']"I‘Viaﬂﬁ]TﬂﬂJﬂTiﬁiWﬂ!ﬁu!aﬂﬂjﬁN

910 https:/in.pinterest.com/VidyaBU/ophthalmology/

v
raaAa

) . . .
Wuszeznlimsadradwdonlmindrveanio 1l luua suduidean

=y T 2 ] @ 1 A A 2
aalnutianyae lundause @evnelade SanunEuadannUTnatlssaman (optic dise) Taotdy

A A Y 1 Aa a . o =) &} A v A 9 = Y A Aa
La’ﬂﬂ‘iflllﬂ'liﬁi'lﬂ‘lfmﬂil’m!N’Ji]’é]@ﬂ (preretinal new vessels) HNIZUIUBDLIDWINAAIY HAUTUIADADYNAHT
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Y} M . Y A Ay a . ° Y
ATUY AN (poster1or surface) UVBIJUAT LNBN UMV QADDNITNNIVDIIDA (vitreous detachment) %‘Vlﬂ‘ﬁ

¥ A A v ' = 9 = < < o Y
Lﬁulﬁﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁ’]\iiﬁﬂgﬂﬂqqﬂﬂjﬂ ﬂ’]ﬁqmulﬁﬂﬂ'ﬁuﬂ\uwucluﬁgﬂg PDR lﬂuwa%']ﬂ 3 ﬁ’]!ﬁﬂﬁaﬂ "lﬂllﬂ

1.) 1aeneonludum (vitreous hemorrhage) v Iniduwaeanad1elnigniuaias

e

d' A = o Y a A Y o A 1 a 1 a .
1 e lenseeudeuervilviinaaensen la ANHULIA0ADDNITOYUILIIMUILHININIVOAT (preretinal
Y v 9 . . = o Y = < Y 1A [
space) UATATUNAIIUAT (posterior vitreous surface) G]N’E]1"l]‘Vlﬂﬁqmu!,ﬁﬂﬂﬁN@QMHVIQHTﬂGQU‘JL’Jmi}ﬂ‘JU

@ A 1 [ v I Y a o < Y
MNBA ‘Viif]'f]gsluclf@\‘]guﬁ’]!ﬂuﬁ’llﬁﬁﬂﬂlﬂﬂﬂ’lillﬂ'll\?ﬂ’lillﬂ%ﬁuulﬂ

@ v 9

. & A A A R o q Y
2) A1 AADN (retinal detachment) LUDINLYDNINANA VUM vemlvums

= Y
ﬂ\‘]%ﬂ@]ﬂﬂﬁ@ﬂﬁ@ﬂ

=) % 4 o d
3.) IMIVINUTUIATUMNEGA (diabetic macular edema) i I gaudonsuo iy

1NMIN photoreceptor cells Taivinam (Stewart et al., 2021)

23 15 AYBM1igAaaN (Retinal detachment)

@ Edward S, Harkness Eye Institute

Columblia University

319 2.8 uaasdnyuz 15A90A11AADN FilA Rhegmatogenous
910 https://www.columbiaeye.org/education/digital-reference-of-ophthalmology/vitreous-retina/retina-

choroid-disorders/retinal-detachment



14

uugeeniu 3 Uszian 1dun

2.3.1 Rhegmatogenous retinal detachment

Y
o

1 1 I 4 o
19a192 I dUNANUIA (tear and break) 301113 (hole) tiplimsanuindai I
P D) o & < v H . . X . o ' =
Tuandwndisuaea iuanigldyuron1maaaon1nTU retinal pigment epithelium 111l gnsgayde

3 4
msuaunula
2.3.2 Tractional retinal detachment

A 1= = A A 9 Y A T 9 Y )
i]f)@ﬂ‘ﬁijﬂﬁ@ﬂiﬂﬂﬂulullﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ !,JJ?JiJfﬂiﬁ’iNLﬁulﬁﬂﬂiﬁmmﬂﬂﬁlu’guﬁ1 Nio

] Y Y
NA90A1 92N Ia3 19N IHANIANT 1997 19U 01991 1111gAPONIINTU retinal pigment epithelium 16
2.3.3 Exudative retinal detachment “r‘i%é) Serous retinal detachment

1A = & ' Aa ¥
ﬂ@@liﬂ@ﬂaaﬂiﬂﬂnnﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂlmﬂm%am Llﬁlﬂﬂﬁ]']ﬂﬂ']ﬁﬁgﬁﬂ"ll’f]\iﬁ'ﬁu']clglj

Y1991 (Blair & Czyz., 2020)

2.4 Tsm;ﬂmw%’m?mu (age-related macular degeneration; AMD)

I A a A a A = d
Lﬂuiiﬂmﬂ@mmmmmnﬂaauuﬂammmq NAVUITIUATINANWNUDIATUT 1A "INHJH
o 1 @ @ (= <3 =1 o A [l 1 I 1 ] ° Y
A UIIATUNINTAVUIDA ULII?J@1ﬂ']'§L‘ﬂULLﬂ$1]ﬂTﬁﬂTLuujiﬂﬂfﬂﬁﬂ@ﬂlﬂuﬂ@ﬂuhj LW’Iﬁ”IlI”IiﬂTI”IiWﬂTﬁ
] ' g &2 \ YA o w Ok Y o ' v A A
HOUNUAAANIDYTINITIALI "]NllNﬁﬁi’)ﬂTﬁi‘lﬁf’Jﬂﬂigﬁnﬂum@QEjﬂﬂﬂqﬂ WU NITUYUID NTIDIUNUIND 1130
myaadlumii (National Institute for Health and Care Excellence (UK), 2018)
o 4 [~ a [ 1 a 1 ]
Tsaganmdadonutailv 2 stianan laun via lifiidudoaas1alumi (non-neovascular)
A A X A a Yy oA Y ' A A . o A
1199 dry 190 nonexudative gazytualiduasaas1alvy (neovascular) 190 wet Y139 exudative anHUSN

d1Ayv09%1iA non-neovascular amd ADVTIUYATUNINFAVL WA TIHAD58N 1 drusen (Yonekawa et al.,
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Q

=2 g Aa 2 A 1 J = ' ' ¥ . .
2015) GINlﬂu%ﬂ‘ﬂuﬂTﬁﬁ%ﬁuﬂﬂﬁmﬂﬂlﬁﬂﬂ@§ﬂ1ﬂuﬂmc}5ﬁﬁ IﬂﬂuﬂWiﬁ%ﬁNﬂgﬁ%ﬁ’)N%u retinal pigment
2 ¢ ¥ =
epithelium Y9390 LA FU bruch membrane YBINDIDYA (Spaide & Curcio, 2010) UBNVINUYHA non-
neovascular AMD 8§38 ﬂymzﬁmﬁmﬁ’n (retinal pigment epithelium hyperpigmentation) wazlanymemsie
= A ~ X = (= 1 . <
V04991 (atrophy) BITEIZNTUUTIVDIFUAUISY atrophy ‘Uumclﬁillu 138171 geographic atrophy Lﬂummc{!

rl Y a o ' a o A AA A ~ Y Y A '
ﬂqmlﬁﬂﬂ'ﬁna\nﬁu AIUYUA neovascular AMD Lﬂu%u@ﬂllﬂ')'lﬂguuiq Lanﬂ’lﬂiJﬂ’liai']\uﬁULa@ﬂﬂlﬂil

=

o { A a 4 o 1 gz
NMD5988 (choroidal neovascularization) 1dutaeanAalnannazid 1 lurealdsusoni (subretinal
Y A g a A A F Y 1) o A 3’, [
space) TngRil0Miuwiia neovascular AMD Firfisaiooaz 10 voediae TsngaiunIndadounavua ua

1 { Q) a Y <3
Atheitluriiaiitszanaiosas 90 Tmsgay@onisueaiiv (Yonekawa et al., 2015)
Y =) d' U 4 .
2.5 Tﬁmﬁmaaﬂummamqﬂﬂu (retinal artery occlusion)

I A~ @ Y A A v I o Y a A
Hulsaniimsgaduveudunoatasinen1oe19iinEd M liveaunansuadon tag
I = 1 < =) Y a = < v A A A o
AANANUITINIE0E19510157 TAINDUN dRamMs g Fenisueuiiu daunaraninanMsnilaigaay
1 <3 1 o a
iudon laun netaa 1n50a (cholesterol), UAALTHN (calcium) tazmaaaeaiduny 1115y (platelet-fibrin)
Y 4
aAa

A = 0o q ¥ Aa o Ay A ¥y 2 A A a A
HUDNITINUANLADA (thromb051s) ﬂﬁ"lil'lﬁﬂ‘l/ncl,?i!,ﬂﬂﬂ"lﬁ@aﬂ@uﬂlﬁum’ﬂﬂuﬂﬂnlﬂ FIANLADADIVNAIINNTITN

U < <Y
AvheniluTsanaoa@onnden’ (atherosclerotic discase)

y A A l 3 y A 9 A 9y A
ITUDDALAINDBN (central retinal artery) dhuguoanvuasn lunhanunnnduion
. y o . T S S | .
ophthalmic artery sU137184 optic canal Uszana 1 oy, Futuduaeanuuaga9oa1 vIn central retinal artery
= @ o Y A I % a X 1 = v o Y
3JmiQ@mufuz‘wﬂwﬂ'e)mﬂnmaammzwaamammﬂ (necrosis) naYUg1uRUNauIi liren1uIu
a 4 a 4
(retinal edema) azinan1silasunlasvestinafemsad ganglion (pyknosis) (Farris & Waymack, 2020)
1 < o ] 3 I . ' '
TagliTiomsdy Mldmsveutivanas "lﬂi]u5ﬁgﬂgg?mmmmmummmz (amaurosis fugax) muiwmu
< 9/ = [ Ao o A = I Y a @ @
wiluluadnamen anvazoIMsuaaIng, YD IDANVCHFAINLFAANATY INLIUVITLIUIATUNINYA
= 1% dal 1 A a [ v A Y A I3 dy
(foveal center) L38NANHUL U cherry red spot LUBINVINIUIATUMNFAULTULADAVINADIDIAVUAY

[ ]

o S A dy .
i IiwaduSnaiidiedld (Timothy et al., 2016)

u
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Y A o d’ U . . .
2.6 Tsmﬁmaaﬂmmemqmu (retinal vein occlusion)

(%

g ° o 8 & o & o 2
Lﬂl‘!ﬁ%ﬂﬂﬁTﬂﬂﬁl’OﬁﬂﬁZ;fiylﬁ'ﬂﬂﬁﬂ@ﬁmu 93N UMa9910 15NN UIUINN Tae

Tsaduidoadigaduii l¥inan1su1aiaea (ischemia) 1A Y1ADONFIU (hypoxia) i ldgyasunindga

J 9 . = 9 Y A 1 .
1IN (macular edema), MTIUYU (anterior segment) wagsemimsaduduaealu (Morris, 2016)

Y A o Y = X 9 A o U ~ A I g’/ 9
IiﬂLﬁuLaﬂﬂm’qﬂﬂu’m%JJﬂﬁq@mu&ﬁulaﬂﬂmunﬁauw%m w3 unInuave LU
A o t:i é 1 A ] o 1 d'd o 9 A o & % =Y 9 [
ADAAINIDAT BINTTLUUITUAISHUIATNA UL UINNUNITYAAUVDUTULADAAT BINTTYAAUUTLIUATUHA
9
9% (posterior pole) WIoUTIUIIUTzEINA (optic nerve head) 92138071 central retinal vein occlusion

a { g J o A 1 .
(CRVO) uazyianiluludiuveuduaoaminuanuunslal G021 branch retinal vein occlusion (BRVO)

Y] (2 =

Y 4 v v 9
u@mmﬁmﬁ%u@%mmiqﬂ uﬂiwﬁwmfﬂEmmmLlfuuwmrﬁmﬁamﬁmammnmmﬂizﬁmm
~ 1 . . . . =2 9 @ I~ ] . . A N
15890171 hemiretinal vein occlusion (HRVO) %3390 90 IR IATGEREIRY (superior hemifield) ¥ T9ATIAN

(inferior hemifield)

<3 v oA a o o
MIGYAINMINOURUNNAADINUTIAIATUNNFALNI3VIAA0A (macular ischemia), 9
SUMWFAVIN (macular edema) W3031180A00NTN10A1 (retinal hemorrhages), H1aoADONNUAT (vitreous
A A . Ay A A Tor A Y a
hemorrhage), gDV UIDA (epiretinal membrane), AT ULADANUIUA (rubeosis iridis) uazlsAAeriuINn

msltduaoaaiialvl (neovascular glaucoma) (Steven et al., 2019)

< 1 < 1 <
pIMInaasvedlsa azlimsgademsueuiuegasiai lae lulieimsuie Tuvas

= Y = ~

y 1 Y a a o a %
ngiheniluriia BRVO 119auazinisgadeaiudioniaie 33wiia CRVO 1ninaninn1sgadui
= Y A o a2 . . Y =) A v A A .
"lwanﬂummmmaaﬂmmnm lamina cribrosa @ﬂamzmzn NHULLADADDNNIOA (retinal hemorrhage)
Y o ' v A @ Y A oy A '
miuan‘umz flame-shaped 418 blot IIUNVUNITVYIYAIVDUTULDDA UITAUIADANA (tortuous vessels) 7IU
a I a 9 A o A Y] a .
¥ila BRVO 321U U U nauvusvedduidond1naon) intduusnu superotemporal quadrant (Morris,

2016)
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2.7 TsaWaianoem (Epiretinal membrane)

<3 Ay o a o a o . . o Y <
LﬂuTiﬂmumﬂumnmﬁgmm1wmﬂu (vitreomacular interface) 1 1¥M15HOUT AR
= < a dy . [ "o Aa [ 2 o
FAINDUNUNNWUALUYI (metamorphopsia) (Stevenson et al., 2016) ﬁjuiﬁiyuﬂmﬂiﬂElllllifli”lﬂﬂ”lmﬂ FINUN
yd'd 1 dg 1 a 9 Y [ Y] .
wu“lu@mmqmnﬂm 50 Fuull Lmamﬂ@"lﬂmﬂqmmq, mimmmﬂiugﬂm (intraocular surgery),
v o Jd a [ % £
HOINUALYDIVINIUIATUNINYA (post-macular lasers), waLmiﬂ%umﬂiimmmmﬁmam, Tsadu
9
Lﬁ@ﬂﬁ'i@ﬂ@u (retinal vein occlusion), @mumwwmm%ﬂ (chronic macular edema), ¥N150MLdUN18 11

Y b
Qﬂ@]”lldi’f)ﬁﬂ (chronic intraocular inflammation), 99A11QAADN uamﬁmaﬂmﬂiugﬂm (intraocular tumors)

Y Y
2 2

,&} A oA 9 AL A . I A 9 a g9
UL TNNAT I WUUNWUHNITY internal limiting membrane YDIVDAT TEYSITUAUISINAYU
A . . A A dgl 9 A o 49! o Y a
gl (posterlor vitreous detachment) HBNIININBDBIYNINUN JUANITHANHUSLHAININUYU ﬂ?clﬂlﬂﬂﬂ'li
A A A0 99 0 v A A A 9oy ) a

NANADNUDIUUBLYDINTIDTINIUA uﬂﬂgmawwwanmuquwmﬂ%umuclmlmi]am INANTIUANUB
9 [
U internal limiting membrane 1119 microglial cells 90N 10gNAM1119099001 (preretinal surface) 1131
[ . X A T Yy . £ J 2 <3|
NV hyalocytes 181% laminocytes UDUUBIIDH O IUAT (vitreous cellular membrane) FILFARANTI) Unanentu

o { % I
anvazaaedulentanyazuie nanedlu epiretinal membrane (Kanukollu & Agarwal, 2020)
v 4 g &
2.8 15nJunaon (Posterior vitreous datachment)

v A 9 = A Y Y = g)/ ) o Y Y <3 )
wninaludgeey Fugeujuaiimsuenainyuseal invilvdioviugadiass luin
a [ % d‘ Y a gy zé = 9 a (% g’/ .
(floaters) (AA91NNTIVAIVOIADAANIUNIUAT TABUNATUMFILANHAULAD1819aILAANUFY internal
H 9
limiting membrane UDIVDA1 vsnanaauiu ldun veuvidszainm (optic disc margins), UTIUIATUNN
o Y A ~ . A v A A A o 2
¥A (macular) LATUVUITUIABANIDAT (peripheral blood vessels) LB IUMNITDNANNANHULLHAININVY
UMITuAveIADaR I INANTYUAIVDIT UM dauNaaiunUIeA1anal 39vh ITinansngaasneosn
g’/ =< A FY a da! a 1 o Y a da! Y " v Y
NNFUIDAT BINTIADUVOIJUAUNAVULDIAINTITUHIA memmgﬂﬂﬂmﬂﬂmu"lmmmﬁwmma
wa —~ 5

o
N3&AN (cataract surgery), QUALWA, YLIIDNLA (uveitis), DI NIBAN (panretinal photocoagulation) (Ahmed

& Tripathy, 2020)
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3. Tsafanszan (Cataract)

I A J . A o ] ] I < A A ] Jd o
AuTsnauda (crystalline lens) Uanyazayy Tage1auiugaannioNn1syusau@ud i
U o < < a
Tigadennulda dwwaldszaumsveuniunazguaimmsnouiuanas Iaglsadenszonolama lanin
d' A v [ a A Yo o A zé Y d' a
MIIToNAINDIY, QUAMA, MIoNIAY, 15N TsAUNTIa HI0M s NS U5IE Balsndenszaniinain
Mo IBIZNUNINAGA tazsiaNnuLoeNga lain nuclear cataract, cortical cataract 1% posterior
= ' @ = 2 A d a <
subcapsular cataract 1ag@1n13NNUoaNnIzNTgynInsueaiunanads NIy ninsueuiuLaq
2 o § 1 1 . < A o
azRouuINIU (glare) 01970 1d1laoumamen1vedile 14 (refractive error) viniiluluszezisuduineg
Y] (= 1 < Y A [ 4 dy [ ] <3 .
dalutinanemsuouniy Tudiheueneiinnuuueuauduiniy 3 nUNTzAUMIVBURY (visual
1 ' <
acuity) AA@3 AINEIWIT0 1UNMITUENAIULANA19YDIAINE I (contrast sensitivity) AAAY HIOUD IV

9
NNYOU

no cataract moderate cataract dense cataract

~ Y Y
ETJ‘VI 2.9 LFAANANHUSUVDINDNTLIN

910 https://www.eyesurgeonssa.com.au/eye-conditions/cataract

v ] &' w T
3.1 Va9 luMITnulaemsnifa

A v o Y Y < o aa o w
LiJ’f)Iiﬂﬂ@ﬂiZﬂﬂVﬂiﬁi%ﬂ‘UﬂWﬁM@\iLﬂuaﬂaﬂ 51Jﬂ’31!ﬂ15ﬂ13\16]5’3§1ﬂ33%1’3u LUAagNIT
P, \ v ' A PR v 2 A A Y o 3 9 v 3 A
Llﬂll‘llﬂWﬁWJﬂWﬂ’JfJLL’Juﬁi@ﬂﬂull‘ﬂﬂmuﬁ "lﬂJ‘If’JfJﬁl‘ﬁﬂ‘llu 14iﬂﬂimﬂﬁﬂ’wﬂﬂﬂuﬂ@\iﬁl‘ﬁﬂ1iJJ’E'J\‘IL‘WL!‘VI@
A o FY = A a ] Yy A o 3 A A A ' 1o & Y
mmmnmmmzﬂumum%w UIBDAUBALIN LBU ﬁﬂ’lﬂ‘l’ligﬂﬂﬂ'ﬁﬂ@\‘llﬁuﬂ 20/40 ¥139ANIN megﬂuﬂm

< 1 U < 1 H) ] o
Tensweunulumsuessieazidean g viehioiunmdou nielinaennadoadiea1anuuIn

Y
¥ v

@ =t <3| Y Ado g 9y (Y = o .. A A A 9
Paveriantorvntuveuaynduduaoriian A9 UIINITHINITATIV contrast sensitivity AN 1o 1y
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E
9

A 1 Y g 9y 1 ax o A A 9 o Y a A 1 Y
NITWITUITINAIY UBNIINUUDUITNAIAY AD f‘ﬂi‘VIIiﬂﬁf]ﬂ'§$‘flﬂ’f)"lﬁ)“l/lﬂﬁ!ﬂﬂiiﬂﬂ?ﬂ@ﬂ’ﬂu“]331!@'38

EATRE ﬂgﬁﬂﬂw ML (uveitis) 15 AdeHY (phacomorphic / phacolytic glaucoma)

3.2 MIsnElagMmIkag

v A I, . . a <3 b . . .
Tuiagifuiien147% phacoemulsification Taeilanszanananiioan1835 corneal incisions
& .o [ . Yy aa . 9 A o A )

MNHUNINITHIAALL A anterior capsule lens 138735 anterior capsulotomy T¥naun211uDFo (ultrasonic
a a s o 2 ~ A o Ay 7 g ' 2

probe) A8 UNAAYTUDUAUEN HIFUTIUNTAYoD NIV ADINSUIDNIAUT (capsule lens) mmuimaua

= . A 9 ) s A A = A ' o MY o q Y1 =

AUNYY(intraocular lens) aﬂuwm{gmaua FAUAUTAUNINISUANNIAY YU ‘W‘]J]lﬂ VIWGLWWTLILLWﬁLﬂW’U‘LHﬂ

< A Y ) ' ° 9 3 aX .
Laﬂﬂﬂﬁgﬂﬂﬁ1hlﬂ u@ﬂﬁﬂﬂuﬂﬂ%ﬁﬂllfﬁﬂlﬂWﬁWﬂﬁW mlimsvouriufauu (Cynthia et al., 1995)

1. INCISION 2, CAPSULORRHEXIS 3. PHACOEMULSIFICATION 4. INTRAOCULAR LENS
INPLANTATION

Bhao tip Intraccular lens
Capsule ] - e o

o //‘b‘ Cataract /;D\ \

I\ N ) e
B\ /@\\ / %
’

\\_ / [\ N Y
\\ \\\ r N Lens injectos
4 LAY

d' g oy Y an . .
g‘ﬂﬂ 2.10 HLAAVUADUNITNINANDNTSIN AIYID Phacoemulsification

970 https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/a0s.13055

4. ANUENTOIUMSHENANNUANAIIVOIANNE I (contrast sensitivity)

< = < ' ]
Contrast sensitivity Lﬂuﬂ?’]ll’ff’]ll']'iﬂﬂllﬁﬂ\?ﬁﬂﬂﬂ,lﬂ'lwﬂ’lill’f]ﬂl‘ﬁu Gluﬂ’lﬁllflﬂllﬂxﬂ')’l‘l]ﬁﬂ’l\iﬁ

1 o @ I 19 [ A o o = 1 A dy v Y
ANNUVDIING Iﬂﬂ contrast Lﬂu§$ﬂﬂmﬂ\1ﬂ31ﬂﬁ31\iﬂ§n\iﬂu 1’7’]ﬂ'3§‘]i:l.llﬂ')’lllﬁ')’l\ﬁ/]ﬁ’]\iﬂ’]ﬂwuﬂa\‘]laﬂuﬂf_l

o Y < [ dy [ Y 2 % [ ' A ) = P~ <
ﬂg‘V]’lsl,ﬂﬁ'lll@Qlﬂu')ﬁilllﬂﬂ%']ﬂwuﬂa\illﬂfﬂﬂ"l]u G]N5$ﬂUﬂ')’lll’ﬁ')’]\?ﬂﬁ’l\‘]ﬂuuﬂﬂﬂq@mﬁ’lﬁ’lﬂ'ﬁﬂuﬂﬂlwu

4
o v 4
ﬁ1ﬂ1ﬁﬂllﬂﬂ3@q%1ﬂﬁuﬁﬁﬁqﬂ (Barten, 1999)
<3 o o o . . % ] Y.

N1TATIINITUDUNUUNATIVIATSAV 1891 (visual acuity) %QLENUWQﬁ@U@@ﬂL!UUiﬁﬁ contrast

k4 v
AN Tagalony sl amAanUNUNAITY1) azaavuIAYeIAIoNBIHAazIN ) H9hTrea10150
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2 o o & o Y ' A aa o w 1o & £y 9 = 3
M@Qmumﬂﬂym&mmnwuﬁaﬂmw meiumﬁmNﬂGluﬁlfmﬂizmau"lumtﬂumaﬂ‘nimamﬁ)ﬂmaﬂﬂ

=KX o

¥30N0ATAYT contrast Ne AU dauInaiinizuesingilumalng 9wdeiag il contrast A1

q 9 q

9 = .. P =\ o 3 A ay ¥y 1 v 1w

U8 (Grosvenor, 2007) Y10 contrast sensitivity A IZJ‘]J%EJEJWZJW@‘UmiiJ’meu‘Vl‘lJﬂﬂ"lﬂ IBFH HAINIAA
1 4 ] I 1 { [ 1 1

uf lusraea, mstimudauantios, fileniiiduilszamasniay (optic neuritis), §1/28nqy multiple

v v v 9
sclerosis Falimanlasunilasiinyszaman uaznquiuru (diabetics) (David, 2014)

]
=

3 v 1 1 1 ] 1
contrast L‘ﬂ1!ﬁﬂﬁ’Juﬂ’J'liJ@]'I\‘lﬁ%‘l’i'.]'l\iﬂ'lﬂ'.]'lllﬂf]'l\ul'Iﬂﬁﬁﬂ ﬂ'lﬂ')'liJfT')'lQHE]EJVIﬁﬂ @) ﬁ"J‘L!ﬂ’JEJ

Q

HATINVDIAIANNEINNINAFANUAINIINEINTBoNEA 30 AR IAogATUDY Michelson

Lmax - Lmin

Contrast =
Lmax + Lmin

Tag  Lmax flo Manuaniga asgili 2.11

U

. = 1 =
Lmin ﬂﬁ) ﬂTﬂ’Nll?f’JN‘L!E]FJTI 19 ANg 51U 2.11

4 o A
giJ'Vl 2.11 LAAIANEULAAY Sine wave

Luminance
.‘T_
-_!.——f
~ ——?\_
 y————
- f
|
o
b4
)
%

91N Visual Perception 4" edition page 172

' I 9 [ Ao v W dy () =2 P~ Yy
L AN contrast lﬂuﬁﬂﬂag Iﬂﬂ')ﬂi}ﬁﬂ’mﬂﬂﬂWHﬂaﬂﬁij LIEYANDY contrast “qulﬂﬁmﬂ\i 100% (Grosvenor,

2007)
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4.1 mimnmmam1sﬂﬂlummﬂnmmamndnmmmmm'n (Contrast sensitivity

test)

I Y 9 3’, A [ 1 = v W =\ 1 .
Humsnaaou TaonizquaIBUaUUUIANTANNATNANAUTIAaUNU 58071 gratings
= o A 2 | A . A o <3 . A .
F9IUTEAVNOINIUIZY contrast NAAAY 1AY grating NanBae 111 square-wave gratings H50 sine wave
. 1 { 1 . L g ' 1 { ' @
gratings HAZANRAYVDIANNAIN (the average luminance) GTNLﬂumﬂmwmwammsmmmuﬁmNﬂu

A . [ ~ A A A A . oAad A ' A a
wouia Tu grating NUUAIZUATAIN Tasnunvewauia 2 uavlu grating YYBLTYNIRNWIZITAITUDLYN

et

Position Position

a b

Wun (spatial frequency)

Lurrinans

g‘ﬂ‘ﬁ 2.12 @AY Sine wave grating (a) b8¥ Square wave grating (b)

91N Visual Perception 4th edition page 172-174

\ 4+~ One degree . -one degree
/ \ ',"
\/ \

Figwe 22 Spalial frequency is 3 measwe of the number of cycles sublended al the eye

per degree. (=) One cycke per degree. (b) Two cycies per degree

a da & A4
517 2.13 uaasnNuFINUNNA

U

199U @9199f 108 (a) LAAIANNDIBEAI (b)
91N http://webvision.org.es/part-ix-psychophysics-of-vision-by-michael-kalloniatis-and-charles-luu/8-2-

visual-acuity/
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] ] a 4
N15AT29 contrast sensitivity HHA18F ULV 15U HAAWRUNATOUVUHIIVOADUNUADS
] A o = A a dy A A 9 ] (] =
LAUNTEATY HI0M15A FanuDiFanunnatvisaleanaaenazeglueig 0.5 cycle/degree D9 30
; v S
cycle/degree Taoaun319u04 grating N1Fszu1a1 3-5 091 AIUUANUDITINUN 0.5 cycle/degree VL]

Aa X A
grating 2-3 U HAZANUDBIWUN 30 cycle/degree ILUETAN grating 90-150 LD

e ' { s A 4
NITUTAINA contrast sensitivity Glugﬂuuumm UNU x %zuﬁmﬂwmmmﬁwqwuﬁ

. ! - Y A = A a XA 4 =
(spatial frequency) AL LUNU y LA AIA contrast sensitivity FIUNIEUATFINAITIUDLFINUN 3D 6

1 H 9 ]
cycle/degree 1AM AAAT HOAIANNDTINUNAININTOFINT (Grosvenor, 2007) A3l 2.14

y me

Spatial Frequency Incrcase
(Units mentioned in terms of Cycles Per Degree)

77 2.14 uanIan ¥V VY9N3 19 Contrast sensitivity
910 Sukumar et al. (2010). Study on Threshold Patterns with Varying [llumination Using 1.3m Imaging

System. Intell. Inf. Manag.

4.2 NaNIZNUINANNEINTOIUMSUENANUUANAIIVDINNINEI19AAAS

A A

e . v Y a Y 1 U @
ﬁ1ﬂ§| contrast sensitivity af1eN ﬁ']ﬂﬂiﬂ?f\‘]Waclﬂﬂmﬂ'lwz?ﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂ\ﬂﬂ IBU NITDIUHUITDN

aQ

o

#1onuI I, Msvedlumihau, Mm@, mﬁeﬁu-mﬁu"lﬂ, MIVBINNUYVLIVID HaENITVOITYANYA
N1995195 (Gupta et al., 2017) #3 contrast sensitivity 1A% visual acuity HANUFUWUF 0819170 191 1155
FEAUMIVOUTUAAAININATUAIEEMANUNA (refractive error) 1111 A1AIA1 1A contrast sensitivity V¥
AAAAFUAY Glupj’qamqé’fmmiﬂmmmﬂﬁi"lwmmmm'nnwiwi’@qﬁuﬁuwﬁmmﬂﬁu (high contrast)

erelumsueInIn
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2 91 A . ' J a 1 o
won1ni Tud81195199% visual acuity 0g lunamnilng ualdagrilumsvesiag
Aa ' ~ ' . . = = Y A ~
YA NUUEAIAINYING (38071 disability glare H118DINIIUANNAIWTD TUMTHOITAYAAAAUDIINY
naasNou (glare) THa1uaI8a (visual field) Fainalainlsaurssiafeauisaildmsiamues
a a Yy 1 Y = . e v A 1
Meluargaunaminsziaela wu Tsadonszan (cataract) laensiitlamn disability glare 3infinanonis
Y A 1 . 2~ =2 ' F) dyd' o = Y o o
350 111901na19ANBEIININ (Rubin et al., 2001) FIUMIANBINOUHINUNIMsANY TUATUI DBUA T

Y o

A 1 Ada 9 Y o 1 = A = v 9
31NaNAU ‘W‘U’J1NﬂliJ‘lJ1/]3Ji’)1El$J1ﬂil$G]’e]\‘]%‘OﬂiﬂiﬂaﬁﬂlﬂJUWmth%i1i]§3J1ﬂﬂ’J"I 30% 09 50% Wogunuy
Y

G Q g

v

nuooenI e 1 uoa¥AYL (Sivak et al., 1981: Sivak & Olson, 1982)

Q

4.3 adeimlvinnumansalumsugnanuanmMIveIANNA AR
4.3.1 Iﬁﬂi;lﬂn11/‘l”;f Ao (Age-related macular degeneration : AMD)

I A A A ] A o 1 1 < 1
Wuanuennvinauganingavemni llgmsunniosnimsuounulungu
A 1 = 2 % I { o
Hgao1g Taawizdno1guinnal 60 Yl (Arunkumar et al., 2018) Fuilulgmndragniedn
asrsagyIudsamannannuds wuluil 2010 HdiheTsagamwdadon Uszun 30-50 Sruau?
1 I 1
Tan (Pondorfer et al., 2019) Tasutiadu 2 U3zian 1a1A non-exudative (dry AMD) 1122 Exudative (wet
I o 9 . [ a
AMD) 1u1l5219% dry AMD U@ YHUZVBINITAANVDY drusen JAHY macular retina $11 1910 photo-
v
oxydative damage voalviuuag Tasausla pigment Tu%U retinal pigment epithelium aA GRITALY
a d v A A ¥ Yy A 1 L. A a
Uszian wet AMD vz1ina lutulav0on1 H50UN15eI191aUIA0A 11 (neovascularization) MDAV

Y

g J 1o a y :
choriocapillaris 1UFUADTB8S (choroid) 1 1GFUTBA 1NAAIIT 118 11T Bruch’s membrane & a1d

A Aa a [ Y a A A Y] ~ 9!?1}/ A A
Lﬁi’]ﬂ‘ﬂﬂﬂ‘ﬂﬂ@]ﬁ]g‘ﬂﬂ?ﬂﬂﬂﬂ”l'i‘iJ?iJ‘l/]‘iJﬁnmi)‘ﬂiUﬂTW (macular edema), maqmaﬂmm’om, I RRGH

a o I 3
(hemorrhage) HAZINANINA nJuwa“lﬁ’qﬂuu?’fﬂmsmuwuani (Arunkumar et al., 2018)

=1

AtheTsaganmdaidon Tuszoz junsazdl visual acuity anasedaun Tuvuzi
A Y o = 4 a2 A A 1 o & A ' A 9 =\
FEEZTNANNNIZUNITNOUNUAT WU O AT I19NIN 1AL contrast W1N AU UINBRY luNUTITDY 1)
] v o Y w A (A DR = A 3 =
contrast 108 tazvazUsuaninuuasiasnll gileddidyrimsveaiiuanas :1nnsAnE v
1 1 v o w aa 1 ! <
Susanne AZAME (2019) W11 contrast sensitivity anasegliisdyn1eada ludioniluszezgunsa

iorfeunudiheszezizudu (Pondorfer et al., 2019) HazNFANEIVBA Feigl azAME (2019) WU contrast
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.. PRl o A A 9 A = [ Y a X [
sensitivity anadlugi e Tsaganindadouszoz3uau WoMsunuH18gun N §952AY contrast
{ [ v 0 o o 4 A
sensitivityNaaaatianuduiusedianniu Tsnganmdadouluseozisudu (Feigl et al., 2005; Tran et al.,

2015)

432 Jsnfeniu (glaucoma)

I A 2 9y . 2 o 1 =
WuTsandianu@demeveuduilszamai (optic nerve) i llgmsgap@onis

I~ 1 a { 1 a a @ [
YBUHUPE1901IT TaoyHainulos Ao doruyuila (open angle glaucoma) WnWULDUAZ TUAN LAZAD

a

Wuyuila (close angle glaucoma) Wnnulueimeas Juoen "?Qﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂ%ﬁﬂﬁn@ﬁ (intraocular pressure : IOP)

a
d%’ [

I v A Ao o 3"/ Y Aa a Y Aa A A = 3
Huthwedesndingnaludeiuyutlavazdoiuyuila Tasanudsalunmsgadenisuveunuyuny

o I o A 1 v A va Y a
AITUAURA, ﬂ’Nll?L!LLiQGUENIiﬂ, §$8$L3a1ﬂ1§LﬂuI§ﬂ Lm%‘ﬂi]i]ﬁl@‘u”] LBU maummﬂimmﬂumw

P
v @ @ an A Y

< A =
ﬂ\‘lu'L!ﬂ15ﬂ'J‘]Jﬂllﬂ’J'lll@‘L!G]'l%\‘]Ll]‘L!'JﬁVIL'I"i1]']3ﬁﬂiuﬂ'ﬁﬁﬂﬂ’nulﬁﬁlﬂﬂl@ﬂﬂ’ﬂﬂLﬁ'ﬂﬁ?ﬂﬂlfl\‘uﬁuﬂ‘igﬁ'lﬂgn

1 Y ) a
wazaelimsautiu1sninad (Neeru et al., 2016)

@ I =~ 3/
TasanyamzUnd optic disc 21001295 1UUUIAY (vertical) V1A cup/disc ratio
Y

WINAI 0.6 HIDNVUIA cup/disc ratio IHANIATAUVDIAINIADIVIININNI 0.2 W3 optic disc NaNHUL

k o v o 1
YN c’?imuwu‘ﬁmmwgmun?mmumam (visual field defect) (Fatehi et al., 2017) HALUHNANTLNUAD retinal
. o q Yo 1 7 = s . Y S o Y A
ganglion cells (RGC) Iﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁuﬂl@\u%ﬁaﬁﬂﬁﬁ BB ganglion Usznauaioaanana NN

! . . S . . <3| J o
wazTasaads laun midget ganglion cell 148& parasol ganglion cell Tag midget ganglion cell wWueragazm
9 A A o . <3 ~ o = [ A A dy ~ I

HUINNYINU receptive field VHIALAN LNYINVITIIALLDYAUDININ ANEUSUVDINNUDLBINUNGN waziilu

]
a

913 AUVDY parvocellular pathway iwaea 1184 lateral geniculate nucleus (LGN) Gl parasol ganglion cell

o Y A

P o 1 & o ! A ¥ S <
EMAUINNYIND receptive field GIIUTQGLTTQJU ﬂ’]ﬁmﬁ@u‘lﬂﬁmaﬂfnw aﬂymgﬂlﬂ\iﬂj']ﬂalsﬁﬂﬁuﬁQT aziiu

ﬁ;ﬂﬁuﬁ'umaq magnocellular pathway naely LGN (Benedek et al., 2016) WuIuwaa ganglion maaﬁﬁgﬂu

1 Y
T5AR®HUIIN1T191UVD 4 parasol ganglion cell NAALNA (Sun et al., 2008) UBAIIAH Allison LlATAMY
(2007) 1A1S oA contrast sensitivity 5z 13194 ge019n U0 T5ARBHAY A287F steady and pulsed
pedestal conditions FITNTONATOUNTHINUVD midget ganglion cell 1181 parasol ganglion cell 18 wun
ya < Y a o I I I a4aa & A v
@mﬂuiiﬂmwu U contrast sensitivity 11031 NANUDBIWUN 0.25, 0.5, 1 L1aL 2 cycle/degree uaag 1

aMIHhaIuves midget ganglion cell L11¥ parasol ganglion cell Nanag (McKendrick et al., 2007) A0ARADY
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o = 1 Y Lﬂytﬂ' 1 4 . Y Y Aa . . .
AUNTANYINBUVUIUNWUIUL AR ganghonﬁlug{ﬂ’miﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁu midget ganglion cell 101& parasol ganglion

= < ' A J
cell ITHVHAUANAINDUNLEANISHY (Morgan et al., 2000)

433 Tsnflanszan (cataract)

I A o a ' o q ¥ o < <
Lﬂuiiﬂ‘ﬂmuﬁﬁnﬂﬂﬂﬁ‘uu m"lwamz@mmimqmu LLﬁzﬂmﬂTWﬂﬁN@ﬂLﬁu

= = = 1 1 1 Y 3 Y
anon uﬂWiﬁﬂHnlldiﬂ‘umsl‘Uﬂ’JmamwaGlummﬂﬂﬂ’nmmmNsummmﬁ’JNGluﬂqu@mﬂuTiﬂﬁ@

Aa . [ & I Sld' (= [ T A g Y =1
NIZINTYUA nuclear sclerosis Llagﬂ@‘ﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂcﬁﬂlﬂu@'ﬂqﬂﬂIﬁf’ﬁ/ﬂ\Wﬂ W‘}Jmﬂanmﬂuiiﬂﬁeﬂizﬂﬂ i\

a

[

ANVAINTD TUMTHENANINUANAIVDIANUAINAINIINGUAILANOI NN IAYN1NADA (Gupta et al.,

9

d' A 4 o Ao 1 o Y Aa a . Y 1
2017) HDINNUEINAIUAUTNBINANHUSYU MIANANITNIALLE (light scatter) IFIDAT AUNIN

<] .
MIUDAUNUIAAAT (Klein et al., 2015)
4.4.4 91¢ (Aging)

1 Y < <
11999100 1gINAIN AU WM INEUTUAZAnaIn N1y Hunannszuulszam
d’ = A 4 1 9 = s @
i@owas Imalasunilasveuwaa cone AN UIIMYD AU sTAMAG TR0 1M1 macular 1167
a a <
A0 (visual cortex) ANAY UTzANTNUMITHOUHUTIANAIATNOIY TABIINNITANEIVOI Ross 11AZAME
Y o = ~ ' ' YA A =
TahmsAnyFoudisuanuansalumsuenanuuanaavesnnuaindluginiieny 20-30 1 uag

9 A o o

7901y Taeliongse g 50-87 1 WUNNANWIANANNUDIN BT IAYNIIAAA (Ross et al., 1985)

9
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a
unn 3

ad oA a v
IBNMIAUVUHITUIVEY

= dy IS =2 9 () . o e <
MIANH I UMTANEITOUHAUTING T (Retrospective descriptive study) TABNUS LTI

) ~ aa a v v Aa oA 2 Ay ¥
ellaialjai]']ﬂl'J%ig!UﬂUGLU?]aL!ﬂﬁ'] UN1INYAYIITN 53’”31\11] N.F. 2558-2562 Y3NUDUA hlﬂllﬂ f]']q Iiﬂ“lmﬂ

U

A1 U523AMITABINIGAT 1ALAT contrast sensitivity HAIWIAARDNTZIN

A vy ~ ) [ 9 = VoA " v Y 1] Aas
e lddeyannnyszidiow innaauendoyalagaenamiznguiH UM INAAARDNTZINAIYID
1 4 a o ]
Phacoemulsification 1oz TenaudauNeusiia Aspherical IOL (Tecnis Z9003, AMO) 1agfuuauLIAngLy
@ 1 1 Y ] 1 Y 1 0 (= oA [ v =
A19819 9819100 60 AL LUy 2 ngu ldun nguluTi Tsaniem wazngunil IsAadIunas Faunzasa
P Y 9 Yo ' A Y 3 A v [IRY ]
contrast sensitivity {1)289z@04 185 U500 luaaieaie Ifue ufiuanga 1azas19MaNAIRABES

Y A
Hay 1 AU
d v A T o 1
3.1 IPUNNITAAIABNNANAIDE

3.1.1 1N 3AAN (Inclusion criteria)
5D 3
1) o1gaana 45 Uaul1
2)
)

N

AP A\ Yy o 1
Vluﬂl@m“aﬂﬁﬂin contrast sensitivity LmzGl’tNiJﬂﬁLLﬁmlGllmmem"llmzﬂin

e

N

Y Yo Vo W 9 ' J A X
Vlllﬂ UNITHINATNHINDNTSIN Lmﬂmau’dmﬂu (mtraocular lens)

w
=

d [
3.1.2 thaunnsnaeen (Exclusion criteria)

{ a3 J . . @
1) AnulsziatuTsamarunih (anterior segment ocular disease) (AL NITONLAU

a A
AALYD

2) gnfidsg iardamond lummemnAalnavsordanlasunszona
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Bld'd 1 [ 1
3) AU TsAmaIUnawINNI 1 l3n
4) A lu'lduAluanea vaizAs29 contrast sensitivity

5) doyalunsudn

3.2 FuneuMINUIIVTINTOYA

[ AUNUNTUDITEFITNIVY AU ]
A 9 = Aaa a v v A
[ guUVBUBYANYILTIUAAUANT YNIINIAYTIAN ]
@ A 9 =
l AAONVOYANNNFTLIIBY ]
a d Y aa
[ AATILHUBYANADA ]

3.2.1 YayalsAMman

[

A F) Ax . o ) Y ax
mﬂﬂsllﬂlla‘ﬂllﬂﬁgj N1IATIV contrast sensitivity HENNTTIRINAADNTSIN AIYID

U

. . { 1 4 a . Y o I
Phacoemulsification ttazii/asu laaudauiensiia Aspherical IOL 31ntuAAaon 1san1ea mindlulsa

Aauni U Isanenszana Taanuia maaud luaiaeal vsormidanasunszanm azaaoon
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3.2.2 %’aaga contrast sensitivity
9 Ay Yo aa < ' e . !
GUE]Hﬁﬂvlﬂi‘]Jiﬂﬂﬂﬁuﬂ %zgﬂum contrast sensitivity 11!‘1@ﬂﬁ'ﬂ1')$ (ANNLUFAITIN TN
v A v
ummwsmnuummﬁ'@u FNNISUAIFAD ﬁﬂTJSﬁLLfT\‘Iﬁa’J‘i’JﬂJﬂULLt’fx‘iﬁZﬁjﬂu) uaznﬂmmagwﬁuﬁ
(1.5,3,6,12,18) #181A399 OPTEC functional visual analyzer ﬁi?ﬂiﬂﬁlugﬂlmﬂﬂlm sine wave grating Tagy
a0 e . 3 9 9 o @ 9 Aq 1 ]
1ULLﬁﬂQNﬁﬂ1§@]i’J%‘D$Mﬂ1 contrast sensitivity VINAIUYIULASATE1Y zpfufﬁ)zﬂﬂmwwmagaﬂﬁmuuﬁ%m
= 9 2’, o 1 .. 1 A
AN UVUTHNTID LLﬂzMﬂJﬂgﬂﬂiUﬂﬂﬁﬂTngLﬁ\i IMNMUUUINT contrast sensitivity muﬂaqmgﬂu log IN®

W Insgiveyaneana

d aa
3.3 mﬁnmwwfim&ammaﬂ
a Y 9 Py 9 Y . .
’JLﬂS"I%‘I/i"’IJ@HﬂWJEJI‘]JiLLﬂﬁJ SPSS 193 BU 21 NATDUNITLINLUINVDYAAIY Shapiro-Wilk test 1173
=1 9 1 1 = [ 1 Aa 1 [ 9 =
Lﬂdﬁ‘c’mmEJ“lJellf]iJ"ﬁigﬂ’JNf‘IQiJllllllIiﬂGnﬂUﬂi]ll‘VliJIiﬂGﬂﬁ"Juﬂﬁ\i i]gslfb' Independent t test NTUNITLINLDY
Y a . =) 9 ' ' Y =)
ﬂlﬂgaﬂﬂﬂ 119 Man-Whitney U test LLﬁSﬁL‘]ﬁ'EJ‘iJL“I/]EJ‘]JﬂJ?Jyﬁ‘JJ1ﬂﬂ’N 2 NN MY One-way ANOVA Gluﬂiﬂl

M3suanuaevoyalnd taz Kruskal Wallis test n3aimsuanuastoya ludnd mnuaszauisdingneada

i P-value < 0.05
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=
unn 4

HansINIzHvoya

4.1 Yoya i/

= t:yd Y Y =~ e @ J 4 = ¥ v
Tumsanuilveyani)1eNns29 contrast sensitivity nasldiaudauney N191ua 86 AU AAODN

U G

]
= =

$1u9u 7 auiesnndl Tsaadaumhuazdoyaliasy uazdn 17 au ilsamarundannimiiIse

H S
A o v

= Ay a o A Y Ax L ' g
WHABUVDYANUTNTUATIEUTINYING 62 A (62 911) Iﬂﬁlm@ﬂ@ﬁﬂi'ﬂll contrast sensitivity 41101731 LL‘]JQHJH
Al { 1 o = 1 A ' L)

Aven Tl Tsna $1091 36 01 (919 69 = 8.76 1)) tazfthen il TsamdIuHas $119U 26 A1 (919 72 + 6.93

S d‘ = ' ' 1 = 1 U ' = o % an
i) enfFeuiisuogszning 2 ngu wun Tilanuuanaeiuedniiiedingneana (p=0.277) Taglu

nguTsamdIunassundoyanuria lsAMaIunad Aa15197 4.1

M54 4.1 udaswiia lsaaarunaanndoyadie

~
. . 018 (1)
TsamaIutiad 1UIU (A1) , .
(AUNDY + AIUTLAVULIATIIV)
Tsndetiu 8 73 +£7.98
Tsnganmdaidon siia dry AMD 4 76 + 8.30
15 epiretinal membrane 8 68 +£4.24

Y
Tﬁmmmmﬁmam FUA non-
6 73 +6.49
proliferative diabetic retinopathy

37U 26 72 £6.93
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4.2 Wauieudeyaszrinenguliniulsadunguiidulsamaiunas

J

2 [ 1 1 a3 J { g 1 1% o a
vindoyansnua lauduilungudludulsaa vaznquinduTsamarunas hudmsigs

v
a =

v 1 Y
5N UANULANATIVDIAT contrast sensitivity THLAAZAMNDFINUN TUaN1IZUAINA1AY WL N

v

d0nquiinA1 contrast sensitivity I 19nupgTIded 1A (p > 0.05) AIN15197 4.2

=~ 1 L ' T (=] oA g 1
M1919 4.2 LAAINTIS9INGVAT contrast sensitivity ﬁ%‘l’i’JNﬂQMiN!ﬂMIﬁﬂﬁ? Llagﬂijﬂﬂlﬂuiiﬂﬂ'lﬁ’)u

v 9

H Y H
a3 AYHDH Mann-Whitney U test IﬂﬂlLﬁﬂQiULLﬁﬁ%ﬂ’NNﬂL%ﬁﬁU‘ﬂ (1.5,3,6, 12 1182 18) LASANIILLUA

Aa1any Taun an122uaIaI1e aN1NSUAIEII A ULEIALNOY ANNSUAITE) LALTNIISUAIAAD

R I R CA TN
Contrast sensitivity
AT Taidilsam MsamaIunag
p-value
(n=36) (n=26)
ANNIZUAIAIN
1.5 1.40 (0.27) 1.40 (0.16) 0.641
3 1.60 (0.30) 1.53 (0.30) 0.319
6 1.53(0.32) 1.50 (0.30) 0.760
12 1.18 (0.77) 1.18(0.88) 0.965
18 0.45(0.78) 0.69 (0.78) 0.658
AT INTINNY
waazion
1.5 1.40 (0.44) 1.40 (0.34) 0.988
3 1.60 (0.30) 1.60 (0.30) 0.832
6 1.52 (0.29) 1.52 (0.45) 0.524
12 1.18 (0.55) 1.18 (0.88) 0.767
18 0.45 (0.60) 0.60 (0.65) 0.750

ANMTUAITA?



1.5

3

6

12

18
ANNIZUAIAAITINNLY
wasaEou
1.5

3

6

12

18

31

1.40 (0.32) 1.40 (0.16) 0.701
1.46 (0.30) 1.46 (0.34) 0.657
1.20 (0.44) 1.20 (0.44) 0.740
0.60 (0.58) 0.60 (0.48) 0.893
0.30(0.23) 0.30 (0.00) 0.427
1.26 (0.25) 1.26 (0.29) 0.826
1.46 (0.25) 1.46 (0.16) 0.589
1.08 (0.58) 1.20 (0.58) 0.313
0.60 (0.30) 0.60 (0.44) 0.897
0.30 (0.00) 0.30 (0.00) 0.235

9
LG

FY
AGH

auanuaand waaalugi Mean (Std. Deviation)

auvnuas liilnd naaslugi) Median (Interquartile range)

4.3 manSeumeauseanlsa

A a 4 = 1 .. 1 [ ' 1 Yy Y
Wedns1znnfieuieua contrast sensitivity ton Tsamd@auraanunau laidi Isaan ldun Tsnde

] Y
U Tiﬂﬂqﬂﬂ1wslfmﬁ@w]5uﬂ dryAMDIiﬂ epiretinal membrane waz I5AIUINIIUIUIBAIFHA non-

o w a

proliferative diabetic retinopathy TUHUANULANAINOENNTBFIAYNINEDA (p > 0.05) AIAITI 4.3

1 1 . 1 Y a
M1919 4.3 LAAINTIFTILNOVAIIULANAIIUDIAT contrast sensitivity T2 119 15AADHY (glaucoma) 15

] Y
00N FaLao s dry AMD 1s5n epiretinal membrane (ERM) TsaumuInIemIFia non-proliferative

' [N 1 A a { A
diabetic retinopathy (NPDR) u,azﬂqnhlmﬂuiiﬂ TuuaazANUIFINUN LazanIZIE

Contrast sensitivity

AR iiTaa Glaucoma Dry AMD ERM NPDR ~ P-value
(36 911) (8 AU 4a) (8 a) (6 91)
AANZUAITIN
1.5 1.40 (0.27) 1.40 (0.16) 1.56 (0.34) 1.40 (0.63) 1.40 (0.33) 0.549
3 1.60 (0.30) 1.53 (0.26) 1.60 (0.45) 1.46 (0.30) 1.53 (0.49) 0.843
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6 1.53(0.32) 1.51(0.27) 1.51(0.11) 1.49(0.44) 1.49 (0.25) 0.997
12 1.18 (0.77)  1.11(0.73)  1.34(0.66) 1.33(1.05) 1.18 (0.69) 0.971
18 0.45(0.78) 0.54(0.71) 0.75(0.53) 0.54(0.89) 0.54(0.78) 0.987
ANIZUEAIAIN

suRuLEsazRou

1.5 1.40(0.44) 1.48(0.30) 1.63(0.48) 1.40(0.23) 1.33(0.38) 0.562
3 1.60 (0.30) 1.46(0.41) 1.83(0.59) 1.60(0.30) 1.53(0.46) 0.541
6 1.52(0.29) 1.59 (0.57) 1.65(0.34) 1.52(0.25) 1.52 (0.64) 0913
12 1.18 (0.55) 1.04 (0.96) 1.41(0.26) 1.34(0.77)  0.89 (0.66) 0.504
18 0.45(0.60) 0.45(0.89) 0.75(0.44) 0.45(0.74)  0.30(0.35) 0.489
TNIZUAIAA

1.5 1.40 (0.32) 1.40 (0.27) 1.48 (0.48) 1.48 (0.27) 1.33(0.48) 0.484
3 1.46 (0.30)  1.46(0.42) 1.60(0.57) 1.46(0.42) 1.53 (0.49) 0.891
6 1.20 (0.44)  1.28 (0.67) 1.28 (0.69)  1.28 (0.54) 1.14 (0.40) 0.753
12 0.60 (0.58)  0.75(0.55) 0.89(1.26)  0.60(0.66) 0.75(0.41) 0.941
18 0.30(0.23)  0.30(0.23) 0.30(0.23)  0.30(0.00) 0.30(0.00) 0.718
AT

suRuLEsaERou

1.5 1.26 (0.25) 1.26 (0.22) 1.48 (0.60) 1.33(0.37) 1.26 (0.32) 0.502
3 1.46 (0.25) 1.38(0.16) 1.76 (0.83) 1.46(0.35) 1.30 (0.40) 0.330
6 1.08 (0.58) 1.36.(0.58) 1.51(0.64) 0.99 (0.66)  0.99 (0.54) 0.146
12 0.60 (0.30) 0.75(0.55)  0.97(0.98) 0.60(0.56) 0.45(0.30) 0.113
18 0.30(0.00) 0.30(0.23) 0.45(0.30) 0.30(0.00) 0.30(0.00) 0.172

doyauanuaand uanalugil Mean (Std. Deviation)
doyausnuasliind uaaslugil Median (Interquartile range)
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=
unns

a a v
msenlsenatazaglnamsidy

=Y
5.1 Msenilsema

@ [~ 4
N15A579 contrast sensitivity 0 19 1unsnadouguammsueuny iesndwsoldlums
[ dy [ [ FY A A dy A 9 L &
AT2IANWAWNTD UM THINTAYIINNUNAY A52930 8 TuanzuaaazanudFanuiae 18 suilu
' o < a o v ' Y o ' @
daudrnglumsveuduludialszsriu wu nsaeiula 1159050 115911117970 (Sun et al., 2016)

a [ 1 [ 9 LY d' [ 4 =1 o
!,l,ﬁ$el‘uﬂ1‘iﬂi$muwﬁﬂﬁiﬂb1iiﬂﬁ1\‘i“'] YU Tiﬂﬁﬁ]ﬂi%%ﬂ IﬂﬂﬂﬁWiﬁﬂlﬂaﬂuiﬁlﬁuﬁﬁ'lmﬂh UNITAIIY

=

. . . . ¥
contrast sensitivity (Li et al., 2021; Sun et al., 2016) LH®931NN15AT IV contrast sensitivity Witu Tu N0
AZIBIANIINITATI visual acuity 19081918 (Li et al., 2021)

) .. Aqu = 2 o A ) A2 Ay Yo
VDA contrast sensitivity nlelumsanwil ilzﬂma’aﬂmwwmauamﬂuwamimaw"lmumﬁ

Y 1 . 1 a a 1 gi
ud luaraen ¥991nN13ANEIVEL Sun lazAme (2016) WU ANNAAYNAVeIEenT laun dreadu
4 Y L ISP BN © vy v .
F18M1817 LT E1EAD84 LIBLA LUAIEEATLAD A1 contrast sensitivity 14197 11AZATANBIVEY Li
1 = Aa a Y 1 d‘dd’ ] [ a
uazame (2021) WU Mslaimemralng winun lumaisainangaod luszauiUnd (best corrected
1 [ 1 [ 1 <
distance visual acuity) 92 113Wan®aA1 contrast sensitivity A8 5NN N1IAABIVDI Hashemi taznme
v 9 v
(2012) WU NUATA AT UKD (high myopia) 10 141191 9210 @ minification effect 1AM IMUUIDA
< 0 . . ¥ )
LaNaN (retinal image) uamwﬂiwa:@aﬂ”lﬁaﬂm ‘Vlﬂﬁ} contrast sensitivity af1aN uaﬂmﬂﬁﬂqum&mﬁu
1 (% % 1 Y Y [ N . 1 4 a Y A =\
wnsawnueIguIn g limusoud luldseay visual acuity 0g lunasilnd 16 1ieginnisiinam
A é’ = = Y ' o ] Y = g g = .
@ounnUu tag luaendesiud lvaeuiu dnee lau Tdan muusea dnnuaudaien1des (cylinder

o Y a < .. o Y A A = o [l ° @ 1 )
lenses) Eni]‘VIﬂ‘VimﬂmWLaﬂaﬂummu’J meridian ‘anh’?ﬂTW‘VI@]ﬂVﬁ]'ﬂ@1llﬂ']’nJ5]5ﬂl‘hJﬁ3J“ﬁilﬂﬂu ﬁﬂwalﬁ

e . Y
contrast sensitivity anadla

9 Aq == dy Y s = a . & Y
nntdayan 15 lumsaneil oz lsaudauneusiia aspherical IOL (29003, AMO) 49z Ndnyuy
I ,&’ a Y Y . o 9 e . !
Hunui Tneesananazann1y 1A9AT399Y (prolate anterior surface) Y1114 contrast sensitivity 4107121
4 a
uaaIngNsHa spherical IOL (Munoz et al., 2006; Montard et al., 2008) TagmsAnyIvDd Zeng DEAMUS

Y 1
(2007) IELESRERR aspherical IOL 9200 spherical aberration 11 1% contrast sensitivity @ Vuileieuny
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spherical IOL @4 spherical aberration JHa0819110 1UMTAAAMNINVYDININLUIOA (retinal image) (Munoz
] 3 1 '
et al., 2006) 261915091 MIANYIVDI Munoz LAz AME (2006) WU aberration amﬂuﬂqu aspherical
(B ] 3 4 [ 1 { 4 a 1
IOL LAfA1 contrast sensitivity 14 1an1nAu nagiionfFouioununguiitaudaiind (phakic eye) tag 11id]

=\

1 a A A J 1 { 4 a 1 1 1 { 1
MaeaIialnd N1y 50-60 U WU ngutauda1nAlAI contrast sensitivity N1ANIINguN ld

Q

9 a

] v v 1 1 [} o, 4 ]
aspherical IOL o819i1iod1dny 019tna91nadem 199 151 viagiua mudimsnasunioned lined
A39NA9F4IUA1 M3T high order aberrations 3 03M131Au111/a3904 corneal optical aberration HAIH1AA

(Vivekanand & Kamath, 2019)

v
=

Y v
TumsAnpil Torgmae 69 + 8.76 1 Tunqu'luiiTsaniea uaz 72 = 6.93 1 Tunguii lsnmdau

@ a

Y
wad Taensdesnguiiong higrnuedelived1ayneana 91nn15ANY1Y09 Hashemi LagANE (2012)
WU A1 contrast sensitivity AAAIAIND1001HWIFIAY FUASINVNITANYIVOI Sun LAZAME (2016)
A 3 ] ~ (] < = < =1 @ 4 g o Y
(100 1UINTU UNILHVUIAFUIUAUANAL FIVLIANAININDY UNTYATULAUDAAUTNWINTY 119
Y A Y Y ~ A A g ~ ] <3 =\ ]

anudundsnidgaianas Anuaugaanas Tagmmnzianudimenunun oo lsnam msllvuagiu

<} @ U ] i E A A 2 U
ANANAIGINTIUGI0aA spherical aberration 19 UONIINI 1BBIGNINTUDITZUUYTZAIMIINIDATG

104 visual cortex UN1FIADNAT AINAND contrast sensitivity Ulﬁl (Hashemi et al.,2012; Elliott et al.,1990)

a g9 = da/ ' oA 1 IS e [
MINMIUATIzHIoYa luMsANEIH WU ngui 1T Tsan1em I contrast sensitivity 14819910
I Aa J @ ] A o o W aa dy = 2}, 1 U 4
NNl TsAMaIUnAIRNTBdIAY TUNNENILIAL LASNNANUTINUA Fansaengulaaud IOL
a o o . B v " o ' J 1 :
YUA aspherical IOL LAZNINITIA contrast sensitivity Na91nNHIAA laaud IOL adapevilauneu uazll
Y
msud luamaean Tuunizas 19 contrast sensitivity NIA0INAUIAT contrast sensitivity IndiAeanULAZAAD
[l aa dy ~ a v 9 1 A 1 a a gy 4
pgnunluanudiFaiui 18 ernanntadediuey mild I0L wsemsud luamaemralnaseaud
[ o 9 VoA 13 = L. o () I AA 1 [
age dawasi 1inquit luidluTsaalin contrast sensitivity Tuanngund lsnmaiumnas

9

A a 4 ~ 1 (=} 1 @ ] A o =2
WolnsziYSeumeunenlsn wuan "lmmmmmﬂmmuamwuﬂmﬂm INNTANYIVUDY

o

[ [ =Y T Ag Y Aa A v 1 = =
Bham tagaale (2020) WuN ﬂq%J’qEUﬂ'lWGnﬂﬂﬂﬂquﬂlﬂi‘liiﬂ@]ﬁ]ﬁuiuﬁgﬂgT]fJQVI,‘JJ’L:fﬂJLﬁEJGWHﬁ'IEJGn VN
v Y
contrast sensitivity 71 ltanA1nUeE19T1Tad1ATY LONIINT Bambo tazAnE (2016) WU ArHiauaIon
[ o v o a 1
(visual field index) NU contrast sensitivity HaNuauWusnulwrauln 1ae visual field index anad WA

contrast sensitivity AADIFUNY
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d' a [ % d’ = =< d' 1 1 [ % d’
mawm’smﬂsﬂﬂqmumwmmﬁau UUAYNITANHINNUIN ﬂ@iliﬁﬂi]‘ﬂS‘UﬂWWG]fﬂlﬁ’ﬂllﬁluiZfJg
A 1 [ 1 { 1 a3
FuAuIA contrast sensitivity "lumqmﬂﬂqnﬁ”lmﬂuiiﬂ (Owsley et al., 2016; Ponderfer et al., 2020; Ridder
1 [] I 1 1 1
etal., 2022) uaoe13150a1y MIANYIVDY Maynard sagAe (2016) WU A1 contrast sensitivity &I

1 ] VoA g 1Y) o A A Y A [ [ o 1
ﬂq3Jﬂ’J‘UﬂaJﬂ‘uﬂq3JmﬂuismmumwwmeﬂuszszLiﬂmu mﬂmmﬂmNﬂﬂMﬁﬂTJzLLﬁdﬁ’;N Twumz

o o A

~ o ' (] a C. ~ ' 1T AW o
nluaanzumady ﬂij‘llhllllﬂuiiﬂllf’ﬂ contrast sensitivity NUINNIIDINUUIT AN Lu@\‘]i]”lﬂjiﬂi!ﬂﬂTW%ﬂ
= o

A = ' ° I A A A 4 ' 9 2 ~
IHONUANRADNITNINIUVDUYBDA photoreceptor Tﬂﬂ%ztiuuwammaa rod NOU ﬂﬂﬂ?iﬁﬂTﬁMﬂﬂlﬁuiu‘ﬂl!ﬁﬂ

aaanadle

dy 1 1 1 a3 @ I [l
TumansfnEIT WU A1 contrast sensitivity ¥oug 111 uTsanuditluT5a epiretinal membrane 1

=

%

v [

De

AN UYL Tad 1A

g

=~

ldnana1901nmsAnyIne Uit Anua1 150 epiretinal membrane 92317

e . d’ d’ = [ 1 [r—~1 J . é - d'

contrast sensitivity 1/1aﬂmmamfmﬂUﬂqﬂmﬂuTm (Kim et al.,2021; Liu et al.,2018) ¥IN1TUBDIUNUN
4 ~ 1 3 (Y] a { g @

aﬂﬁﬂlﬁﬂﬂﬂ’lﬂﬂ’lill metamorphopsia umﬁuagﬂumnmﬁgﬂu AU U ﬂf]']llclﬁ' N1TNANIVDN epiretinal
. h ' D] {3 .

membrane (Kim et al., 2021) HAZAIANYIVDI Liu LA AME (2018) WuMN a9y epiretinal membrane

9
v = % !

' v Y
UNINTLIIIVO LT INV0AT (retinal scattering) Y UBE1 N B d 1A BANIAT contrast sensitivity 9

o

[ Y
aﬂmmmzﬂummgumwaﬂiﬂﬁumﬁu

9 Y
HaMsANEIN NUN TIALINIIUTUIBATHA Non-proliferative diabetic retinopathy (NPDR) Hfi1
.. [ ' 13 = Y v = ' Y = =
contrast sensitivity lliJ@]Nﬂ”lﬂﬂQiJUlm‘]JuIiﬂ 4'ldnan1991nMsAnyINE UHEI (Mcanany et al., 2020) N
' v v
A contrast sensitivity [34AA40819N1TBEAYAIATLLITUAY 1FUABINVNITANHIVOY Pramanik LAz
v Y 1
AMz (2020) MU TunguununuuIemyiia NPDR Tusges i lugunse Ia1 contrast sensitivity anaa
1 A v o W A ~ @ oA g (X 1A dag & =2 dyd J
pgnidsdany iWoieununguitulsawivauuada limaminuiurea ¥ lunisanyiiiiia
e . ! & 3 9 = ¥ A .
contrast sensitivity 8024031 13Ad a0y Taglsnu1nuin1ziiaialuaeaga (hyperglycemia)
[ o Y a A ZIJ o 4 = = ?z)z Y da! a
dawamlinasaaneniae nuyaalseamuazisadrasa@en 9nnalugihenimnuiusemsila
' ' ~ o 7 ' v Y < A A
NPDR a1 1na) 92in15v1a1uvemaan rod anad danalianuausolumsdsomsueunulunia
0 v g . . s & .
A8 3IUDINITMIN UV UTAd DN FU 1Y (inner retina) UAZLFAAVOAIFUUDN (outer retina) AA A
b Aa ] a ' A A 3
(Jackson et al., 2012) ¥4n151521AUR 28 contrast sensitivity ¥28Tun 15U 521 uludilr0M5 i u

éf Y a o o 9
I‘iﬂL‘U11(?')']1!"1]1Jﬂ@ﬁWiuﬁﬂﬁﬂIiﬂlUTﬁ’ﬂu Llﬁgﬂiglﬂuﬂ1i‘1/]'l\‘i11!"1Jf]\?l,“])'ﬁﬁsluﬂ@ﬁ1"1Jf]\1ﬂﬂ’381‘iﬂlﬂ1ﬂ'ﬂu

wazelunIneInsel 1AM le (Stavrou&Wood, 2003: Pramanik et al., 2020)
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= < J J o ] o A 4 .

nndoyalumsaneiil erduld 1dn Tsamdiunawegluszauisudu iiosnnmanasuuia
a ' Y 9 = B T A = a o
NN AN mABUN191T08 N15A59 contrast sensitivity VuiludnmadonrilslumsAaaineints 19
{ o a o 1 .. U i g B I J 1 1
1¥ludoyaMimins121%a7 contrast sensitivity Y020 uTsnluszezisudwiludiulvg ua
1 < 9 " 9 o =K I Y o w = dy = ?zjz aa 1
o9 150a 1 Tudeya luldseyszauanugunssveslsa Juiludedinavesmsanuiil Bnnalunaiinly
HeUAIID contrast sensitivity @181A509 OPTEC functional visual analyzer bluﬂfj:llﬁﬁiz ﬂxi’iﬂ‘ﬁjuuiﬂ

A 9 Aana [ Y an A = 9 9 '
ilosnnldszezinarlumsasiauiu naziinsasaumanssnIaae3s ou deldnaniosniuazdzain
1K o I Yo Y 1 9 =< =\ 1 @ 1 1 dy o 9 a E=!
n11 3e 1 185 udoyalunaaz Tsades Faninlingudaiediauinnaiil erasi l¥nanis szl

=) =) 49!
Uszansmmunnau
=
5.2 agUdmwamsann

1 .. 1 1 12 oAA U o A 1 J
A contrast sensitivity 321 3190g0 TN T5AM taznquiiilsaadiunas Tuvasildiauden
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