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Abstract

e Monovision was used to correct pre-presbyopia and
presbyopia,one eye corrected for distance vision and the
other eye for near vision. The mechanism that enables
Monovision to succeed is interocular blur suppresion.
Monovision is also used for correcting myopia of middle-
age in past years. Mechanism, way of application and the
effects on the visual function of Monovision are discussed
in this review.
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IRFHEE AR Bk, FRATTHENH] MV 7 128 AN IE A 5T
itk JfE—25k

1MV g3t
1.IMV #LE MV L2 1 IR IEMIT, 55 1 RS IEAR T,

IRF & FhEE B AR RE B VS 9 B 19, i Westsmith 7¢
1958 AFH H IR AU FH T2 AR 7 IE . HEAL] & XUIR [i]
BRI, RIJCIE e AME BT, N MV BF 15/ B,
A1 HR P2 A TEMT R P05, 5 1 R P2 A B 15, FAR
F MV SR T/ BT 3 3 T 55 PR R 2 O 32 s IR B
LT . Collins MBS & XTI E BN HIFEAE £ 5 M
Bt RGO H S A AR AU AR A 40 ] BE 1 25 MV T
P ER 2 AL, SRR A IR 5 AR R X B A R Y AR
ﬁ%{l{ .
1.2 MV IERZIE MV X T8 5 i 6 BE AR A B A 1) R
i H S AT MUEYEEAE +0.50 ~ +1.75D (1940 ~ 50
B R R AR R A N M R R
SEARI AR TS B SR B & DL R RO e E A I R
KBS EERE MV I RASERE . 540, AL 2 )
BB B SRIE ) & B MV B RS IV IE, XT3k
A A AR I E AR LR, AT MV 5 208 B L i 2
FUEER
2 MV KA

MV fz et Westsmith $2 H I 8@ UH FHF IE £, MV
A A (MV-CL) J2iRIr EM EE k22— &
2003 FEAE A IR I E AR B TFARE LR —
AW R M T =0, Ak, B NS A W R ER
MV ZEJE T A I IE P AR B I, IR [ T 2
B,
2.1MV-CL RZF MV ¥ A 4% il 55 (MV-CL) F1| H 3%
T LA S AR T AE | RT3 1 AR AL, 7E &k E K
N RTZ . WA FE N R8T IS A XU 12 il
BEELETF MV-CL'™ | (HRE BAR i e, B i Bt
2L ORI Z M EE B AR T MV-CL, B IIR
5 60% ~80% ,MV-CL I B, AR AL 7 K2 J8 ih 34
FI5LEFIC I S AR, S 2 WU s 2 AR 0N CL A L,
MV-CL B A SR GG TR0 )40 J Fe At 70 e &
ik 53 i 2 A S IR B | RIS MV -CL 8 1F R0 BF B, TG &34
ERAG AR AN MV-CL BB 4 5 %) e SR R
RS SRS B 24 S CL 22 70 B 38, (B AT 3L
SEHREE R CL AN IR 85552 ; Erickson 3 4)23H
5 UAR S 3 38 IE B AR B, MV 26 03 ~7 AR 0 B i R A
(P<0.01) 1 MV B3 & ST I AUVRE R (P >
0.05) " MV-CL f#lzZF47 0. 60 ~0.90D Pk}, ol
i R WU P9 B LA S5k BIr s T IO 91 T A 54578
(P<0.05) ,[HEAERAINA L, WF5REH,MV-CL J&
HIEE M g )T Nz —
2.2MV BXFAREH
2.2.1 UMV ARITES FEAAEVIEIAR  Wright 25
1999 4E43H 21 BRI 2 LA MV 7 XA 11 F



Int J Ophthalmol, Vol.10, No.7, Jul. 2010  www. 1JO. cn
Tel.029-82245172 83085628 Email ; 1JO. 2000 @163. com

WA ) HI R ( photorefractive keratectomy , PRK) K,
SR A e , AR SR R 1. 25D R, 16 51 XLHR 4=
BFEAVEXT IR, ARG AT B im0 33 E , MV 4R
J& B R IR 86% , MU, Bl MV J7 X H F PRK #F1E
2RI 2 A2 BT
2.2.2 UMV ARITELSFEXAERMEELR D
F I A IR R A BE B R (laser in situ keratomileusis,
LASIK) 2 Har %4 N 2 WA BELCFAR, F£%
W 2 I ETIA % T 35 8 LASIK ARG RE LS LI & B
BRI M AR &, B MV 5 20, Miranda 25 7
2004 4EXFFH MV 7 B AT B HR SO0HR LASIK F AR 1) 374
BEE ( >35 %) 1Y 748 BRIEAT T B JEiPE 43 #r , 45 SR i
YRR EN T 92. 5% , T HAE K H 14532 % H &, Braun
S HE 2008 4EXT > 45 % UT UFTRE IR LA MV 5 AT
LASIK FAR , &5 5 8 7m0 i B R 5w , 28 BH s A0 A 40 A 3
F MV J5 347 LASIK F AR IE BT, 746, 3k
LEETF 2006 AF i AR T LR E AEAT LASIK R R T
MV 52, RJ5 3mo I 1 =1.0 95 93.89% , TLiEALIT
BlEEd 1.67% ™
2.2.3 A MV AXITERSHEREREAR 2002 43 E FDA
HEVHER AL 5P A IR B R (conductive keratoplasty , CK)
BIF R TR ( >40 %, +0.75 ~ +3.25D, &) <
-0.75D HOGHE) ;2004 4F FDA XAt T LA MV 5208 H T
CKIBIT M >40 %, +0.75D ~ +3.25D, 43 <-0.75D #%
JeE#E) . McDonald 267 ¥ RIE CK Y2 MR &, A
1% A B N A AR I i, AR 2 BR (1% ) fER
J& Tmo , HR fe A8 B35 15 AL A AL 2 47, T 3,6mo Lt
FRELL R 0, AT UL, 76 CK H W FH MV IE % 02 A5 3% A
GEPFR,
2.2.4 N\ITRRIEEANR A MV AT kAR A
AR HiTE 5D, Boerner 551 FL7E 1984 4R XF 100
BATRUM 5 55 RN T St tR AR A A AR B AR 5 L R 5%
FITEOLE T JRA , K IR AT O IR B2 0 3 AR5 k> T
—511% BHEARJEA I IEEEEE, 1 HAATS 14% R
JE N AT BB BB A Y S MV AT LT
AT REM AR, J53E Greenbaum!™! 7£ 2002 4E % H
MV J5 2% 140 FIHOE <2. 00D A (ALH5 120 4 XUR A
N B ELYEAE L 7 R4, 20 918 Y AN IEAE + 8. 00 ~-14. 00D
T R A2 B bR A 8 ) AT P FLAL AR R i PR X A
NTARIEFEAAR . RJG AT B E B S &, X T
FEMCHRAE rp i ik O i s MV o R T AT Y
Jr=,
3 MV EXF AT IINEE T

MV 75 IR i i v FH © A B 2 Th & 567 Jf
IEROE RPN ) A R R (W E A PSS MY URa s 3 ik =
HEFAREIAW A&, ENIb—Le 2 F T IRR R R T AR
o (f 5 PRK, LASIK , A T SRR A AR ) B MV 5
(17020222200 Ul T R MV 6 T A X R 2 Rl R e Y
T FT R LR
3.1 A Wright 257 45 21 91 % 40 F 309 01 00 58 34
MV 75347 PRK, 16 il % L5 # 17 PRK O FEAL (FC)
ARJGIHR R S =20/25, MV 41 5 95. 3% , T FC 41 /4
75% , WHR 3 #8 J1 =20/25, MV 415 95. 3% , T FC 415
68.8% ,MV 1 Fr A B i AN T 8U5% , FC 41 25% 1)
BEFREEE, PHALAILL , R e Ty RS 2= 5, i
MA W ER G 2F L& S, MV 418 FC A A

M

Goldberg"™ 7£ 2003 44341 1 > 40 % f1JH AR IE 1)
AT LASIK FA | 5 M 88 & G # J1 =20/30 ) MV 41, FC
53515 100% ,99% |, it A #2841 71 =20/30 ) MV
21, FC 4153500 100% ,99% , i MV 4R850 f1 1 =
12, MV 1AH EuAs, sl BGE  Je gt 22 5, R
TEAL AT AL FH MV 7 04T LASIK F AR 1IEZAL 2]
T, Reilly 255 7€ 2006 4E4f 4 82 451 & 4L & R FH MV
Jr0AT LASIK F R, HA 88 0 % o) %, 18 97. 6%,
Braun 252 7E 2008 4EXT > 45 H R IER B HE L MV
J7:0AT LASIK FAR AT 081, MV F BRI T 93% =
J3 AR 15 ¥ J) 87. 4% =20/40, McDonald 5™ 18 T
40 %L FREM R E AT CK B IF, 321 143 1], 1A 1
AR$E5Z CK BB VT, 794 33 (33 R ) #:% CK % IE it
Mo RIEHETEE S, A B RIS 1mo,6mo LT =13
1M 82% 85% il 11 =20/25 43 51h 82% ,85% . A
J& Tmo il 6mo F4 3 75 550 )ik 5] 829% 1 76% .,

Greenbaum™ [ 140 {5 H 3% (WUIR 1 PN Bl A T Y
ANIE A2 B AROIR (A AR ) R 4788 7 L Ak R A J 1o BB
ANT IR AR , EFR 25 IE, F SR HE
2,750, VEAE AR AR G ST BRE T R
TEOLEF . A B R 92% e f1 k%) 20/30 LA 1 ,92% T
A >0 LLE,90% B BB B E T ARMCR
3.2 2K Jain 77 1996 4 [l i A K JE Y FAR MV 5
1 P8 SCRR A B 0 A 7 R R RO % i L
1%, 5 —SL XU 5 A IR Al B AH L, MV 1E 9 40 5 F
i, JoJR GG A, Wight 55 & 3 MV 41 i A7 95 ] £ 47 4L
AR il DI RE , MV AR B, 24057 AR AR 218 (400 ~800) s,
P A 160 (400 ~800) s; 1 FC 2H A1 | AT it 43 51 Ky
120(20 ~400)s,108 (20 ~200)s, MV 4% FC ZH RS,
BIXG I 2F 25, Fawcett 255 Xt 32 f s AR FH MV Jf
AT LASIK 5% PRK #47504T, 45 SR 8 78 i Y6 F AR 5
MV ] FARSE AN e M1l & TH BE, Sloper 251 1 A4
B A A YRR AR I L 28 5 32 i)

3.3 LB E ) H AU ( contrast sensitivity , CS) he
FEA ]2 [A] J9 3 N HIR R0 %) (5 {0 %o HE B8 R {80 8 S
CHEARR 7 F B0 32 (A R 2 AR T ER BT S T RE , Bk
SEHPE T BB, Wright 4275 MV 41 (14 X Eb SO Ky
1.72 +0.13 MV 45 FC 4 A%} FLBURRE ESi24 22 5
4 MV EXFARRFER &

MV JEIET- AL e A 3 0 AR 3 kA, (8RR
AT A5 B B E T A | A B R B YRR, (R RS
RIG R R, TR L T Hm,

4.1 FE#  Miranda 2515 4E 2004 4EXFH MV F XD AT
AR = XUHR LASIK AR 374 6 ( >35 %) 748 HR#E4T
TR A AT, 4E K 3% (93. 87% ) Be4E /3% (88. 23% ) 1)
IR BRI Z A5 # 25, Goldberg ™ Fil
Braun %1554 [ (19 00 15, 15 Goldberg % B 7E A 1ij 1€ £
MV fiiije) A BB 2ZES B (35% ) , % (79% ) .

4.2 BBk 17 MV JENCFARBEE T 51T MV A R i
BEIFARL, AR IR X 7 AR ) RO i, 75 LA AR
T R BRI a0 e 7 B 51 DA MV R IE S T
By TR T IR BB G (CRHL R ) (Bk2RiaE
B BURHMEE B, R ECEE B MV Wright 2570 47 45 X
R ML, A ) 2 A7 ] 22 e s oy S0 4 27 FIR B, B AR 0 AR AR 8
A B Bt
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4.3 BIRE T EMMEHEEEAIER S, i
FRAEITALER R MV JEEFARASEA 544, Goldberg™

S LR T REAT S LA A A LR T MV AT LASIK

FARBBER, a1 MV 5K TR a1

ZE R BRI AL A E ) e R ) BB (P = 0. 043)

AN AT MV I 8 AT — BB IR AE : 1200, 25 , I B
PRI, T2 i VR , 40 T A DRI , 0 DB 5% 24 B g TR e

A4 NI, PEAT ISR B R IV MV AT LASIK RS2 A7 5L
8, EL L P A WA 4 B A 2 0 L

4.4 LEBRE EOLTARSABEMEAR, ol 81 BT

ARIF AL S, AR EH PG MV BT AR 1EE

HHARIAEE MV 5 T,

4.5k L H Iy MV DL TR MV-CL it

AT R e R AR T PR I T 5 Al O AR BCR |
BAEERIELF ™ . Goldberg ™ 5 76 A FT 1A H (1 1 %
A7 18 BIFRRHT A MV-CL B3 2E £ MV, Hob 16
AN LASIK AJ5 9 MV BSE AL T CL, 2 B W25 A1
o5 B2 BE PN & IR 4 FC, ARJF B MV il 21
U FC 4 (14% ) ARFTEIAE FHIARE

5 INGE

Zi BT MV TR IEJE DA IE, W T A T

PRI A BE B AT AE AT 205, A T — 2 BB  (HR ST AR
X FCBUBE SF AL D AT — & RS2, PRHO T 3845 B4 Y
SR e B5 LRSI RE R0 | LA T TR AR A AR TPl B

W MV-CL, Rl MV DT AR A IR 275 2t — 2P it
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