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Abstract

e Functional vision examination comprises of continuous
functional visual acuity, intraocular straylight, wavefront
aberration, point spread function, modulation transfer
function, contrast sensitivity, glare sensitivity, binocular
visual function, etc. Functional vision examination is a
comprehensive and useful tool, which is widely used in
evaluating cataract patients whose visual acuity is good at
early stage but objective quality of vision is bad, also in
evaluating whether the patients could not only see but
also see clearly and comfortably after refractive and
presbyopia-correcting cataract surgery.

e KEYWORD: cataract; visual quality; functional vision;
intraocular straylight
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S FLERE Y AT A T ERR B S i X A )
B RS AR 0  E AT EA |, Bk 2 A A0 O I R A o e, AT
NBATIRAE T — PP (915 5 ik . Santhiago %5 F)
JH OPD-Scan 1% 22 1 b5 T 30 51 — M HR 4# A =l Bk i
Akreos AO T1OL XM HR A& A BK T Akreos Fit I0L( Bausch &
Lomb 7)) #H ARG MTF {6 R ke K L, 45 R R WA
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