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Overall

Foveal sensitiv-

ity (dB) 324434 331426 33.1+3.1 0.230

?geB‘;“ senalivlly | Sse+16 287419 29.1+1.6 0.024 | 0.384 0.042 0.020 CG=AD<AB

Mean deviation | _, ., -05+13 -03+13 0.353

(dB)

VEI 99.0+1.4 98.8+2.1 99.1+1.2 0.345

Young

Foveal sensitiv-

ity (dB) 324436 337423 33.9422 0.067

?gg“)“ senslivity ( 29051.0 299413 30.0£1.2 0.676

Mean deviation | _;, .4 ~02%¥1.3 -02%13 0.837

(dB)

VFI 99.3+1.1 992+1.2 99.2+1.0 0.901

Elderly

Foveal sensitiv-

ity (dB) 324433 325429 32437 0.975

?flg‘)“ bl | aryx1a 275417 281+1.3 0.026 | 0.403 0.025 0.033 CG=AD<AB

Meandeviation' ( _ ., g ~08+13 ~05+13 0.385

(dB)

VFI 98.8+1.5 98.3£2.6 99.0+ 1.4 0.255
=1

different fixation points. VFI visual field index.
(BERICB T2, B & DRFRERME @)

Comparison the foveal sensitivity, mean sensitivity, mean deviation, and VFI among the three
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