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Relationship of Blur Circle and Height of the Retinal Image
about Visual Acuity in a Artificiai Myopia
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Fig. 1 Blur circle p and height k' of the
retinal image in a myopic schematic eye. H',
P'and R is imaginary principal point, exit
Pupil and retina, respectively.
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Fig. 2 Retinal image height and blur circle
as a function of refractive power.
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Fig. 3 Blur ratio as a function of visual acuity
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