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Table 1. Norms for Accommodative Facility'" ™’
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Fig. 1. Apparatus for accommodative facility test

(monocular & binocular).
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Table 2. The results of functional test(%).
Test High Normal Low
Accommodative lag(binocular) 39.0 47.0 14.0
Near Negative Relative Convergence 23.0 39.0 38.0
Near Positive Relative Convergence 29.0 48.0 23.0
Negative Relative Accommodation 10.0 76.0 14.0
Positive Relative Accommodation 69.0 19.0 12.0
Push—up 55.0 27.0 18.0
W, 21 g0l 47}
zagoldel Jluighe 49l A% £2.00D  Scpm W& L oo ¥ uf weks) etel v
flipperol Al ©F 12cpm H= 1 oo @ gl AN gl ARghE Table 3o YeRAATH
Table 2. The results of accommodative facility(%).
Accommodative Facility High Normal Low
Monocular 68 22 10
Binocular(red/green) 43 26 31
Binocular(polaroid) 51 25 24
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The Study of Accommodation Assessment in Binocular

Functional Test

Young—Rae Cho, Hyun—Ju Park
Department of Ophthalmic Optics, Dongkang College

(Received November 22, 2006; Revised manuscript received January 5, 2007)

The binocular functional test was performed in test of both accommodation and convergence. The
balance of accommodation and convergence was important. Objects were 100 adults in 18—36 years
old ages. The used apparatus was vision tester(Shinnippon VT10)and visual chart(Shinnippon CT30).

Accommodative lag test by fused cross cylinder were that in case of high 39.0%, in case of low
14.0%. Negative relative accommodation were that in case of high 23.0%, in case of low 38.0%.
Positive relative accommodation were that in case of high 29.0%, in case of low 23.0%. In 18% were

case of low accommodation.

key words: accommodative lag, positive relative accommodation, negative relative accommodation



