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Study Objective Methods

Prospective semi-randomized crossover study Subjects Enrollment
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(only right eye presented)
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Differences Between Monocular and Binocular Measurements D I s c u s s I o n
(only open-field instruments)
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v »n - Significant differences were observed between monocular and binocular results for both right eye
jzg 200 (RE) and left eye (LE) across all procedures, except for RE monocular Subjective Refraction with CFA-
| 1 | - — — Osiris, indicating agreement.
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oo All Spearman Rho n.s :Zz All Spearman Rho n.s - In older subjects (n=33), differences were noted in all procedures for both RE and LE, except for LE
B OF Auto Grand Seiko -Mono B OF Auto Grand Seiko -Bino B OFA-Osiris Mono M OFA Osiris_Bino monocular OFA-OFAuto.
« Younger subjects displayed improved agreement in some procedures, yet discrepancies persisted,
notably in RE and LE Subjective Refraction-OFAuto, and LE Sub-OFA.
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