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Comparative Study of Glaucomatous Findings in Fundus Photography and
Humphrey Perimetry
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HIY : BENBEOIRIEGE2 50Ny 7 ) — ¥ (HF) OB XEEHETEL20E9 %
HET AT Lo Hik BN IEISB R ARk NEE 70 61 133 iR, IRIKGHE. % 13, TRRE
2T, RS RoAIEZHE L. FOMRER RIC—5 LB RIEZHEE L, £
O HF BEFRIBE WL L 720 ZOFER % Ef - 8% - B0 3 FEMREIZ 5T 720 #ER - B
#E101 HR (75.9%), #MZHE 27 IR (203%), #AHES5HR (38%). #&HEDAREHT i, #IH]
ZAL 1T HR (630 %), THHER6HR (222 %), REXZFAFH4R (148 %), #@AHETIE, M

AR 2HR (40.0%), FLEHD#FEOIER 211 (40.0%), MUIRFHEM 1HR (20.0%) . #tiam @ AREEAT R
75 20.3% DB THEFZALIZSEAT L CRRNBERT R 2 FIE LIS 72 S LZIEETE 2d o
72DIIED 38%Td o /2o MURMAIIMILINATR, MMNEDFERICEELTH S,

i U &I

KRR AR AL, SR ICETT S Evwb
VY I ISR S A RS RIIS R T A 2 LA
HEEZEF L,

FEAIRIKBIZE 21 (scanning laser polarimetry, GDx
VCC: LT, GDx) B X T #:IrE st (optical
coherence tomography : LLF, OCT) 7 &, Ei/:
AR R AT 2E B ASHI S S, Ak BE 0 5T EZ I,
EHNGENSTREE 2o TV ™Y, La L, IRERK
H1E, O HEWNTE L OFT RIS N D UEDORR
FEDO—DTh b, LHERIZ, MANEHRZELEZEE->T
MO THEMADEIDVHELND DT, HRNEEIR
KT R ZZM T2 ENFTEETH S,

T THAIL, HANBEOIREG E A S HE K%
gL, /N> 71 —#E (Humphrey Field Analyzer,
=7 AR RXT 4Ty 74k DUT, HF) O
RE T AW TE & ATz HHEF O A3 K #E 72 iR
JEFT RAIC O WTHETOHEE L N0 THET 5.

1. FEEEH

HRALD A Y v 7 — i mBEIR R CHFIZ & -
TREBBIZE STz, B E ARNE (Pri-
mary open angle glaucoma : L T, POAG) 701133
R xR e L7z WFIEE 20615408, 22144141
TOHR, EHG21 ~ 77k ((P1959.8+11.27% ). HRF‘D
POAG 30fI56HR, IF & A% A & (Normal tension
glaucoma : LL'F, NTG) 4061770R. K I Ji 7 i 1%
9.5 ~ +4.5 diopters (*F34-1.09 +3.00 diopters), JE
ERTH JE P78 12-3.0 ~ +0.5 diopters (*F-34-0.69 = 0.66
diopters) o BLEFIZRBE % RUTSREZ A 5 REHIE
Byl L 7ze MEFEEAK 7 2 9 (TRC-NWSSF, b7
av4) CIRIKEEHRE X 1T 72, RIKEHEIRE
EHBMEOERH OZIZ3IPAUNE L, 4
R CHHE O RIE A321mmHg % # 2. 2 FEF % 5o
POAG, 2lmmHgPl F OFEFIZNTGE L7z, HFD B
FE 52 (P LB EF 24° LA 54 55 o e 4 i % Ml 52 9
24270 7T Wk 7z RN R
DH|5EIX, Anderson | 5EFLHE | fE - 727,

BEGEEL 4, TRREIHTT T, FENERT
HoOFMEZHEL 2. HFOIER Zmask L T, ZFD
AR A —B L 2P RIB 2 HEE L, FEBSOHF
RBFRIBE L 720 1, FRNBEMEZE L E L TR

B A Y 7 —FrEmke « R hERELEVHEE « 2 [ OIRE x 3 FrBEEEAr R
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TOXD Bt Rz L o7, HAREFLEH MR 5 T
VDR WHFIRDOZAL & L T A5 I 2 8 i e
J& K #8 (nerve fiber layer defect : LLF, NFLD), #i
R FLEERA ML A (large cupping), FLEH RO 3E
#HAL (rim loss), H#EEBOYIIE (rim notching), Ifil
BoOHmAIKRIER (bayoneting), FL A FA MK O fifi A
FLoE R (laminar dot sign), L 5E J& P #E IR 4% s 22
# (peripapillary atrophy : PLF, PPA). HE%E L 72
PP R AR & EBEOHFRE KB O —3F, A—3UH L
T, EBIE =BT 720 ETRIBE S ICHEEL 72
HLEFSHFIC — 28 L 723556 & IRar#E (LUF, IE
fEle), 2 ETEEL2OHMTFT, HFICZ
WILEF RIR & HEE L 7o B 2 A RHRE (DU, &
SHE), AL LT EELhOHET, HFIZA
LN HEFRIBAHERE T X o 725E % WA
fE(LUF, @A) & L7z,

AR FLEERE ML R ClE, FaMIEREE ) K& %
FLEE (LU, KILEH) EEE 25720, #HARE
AFOKREESH, FTOSNEBET 7 A) Y TYA
7 LIMAGEnet (M 72 > #t) OFHIY — V& v
CRHAE L 72 FLEA T BF/FLIAAR L (distance between the
centers of the disc and the macula/disc diameter : DM/
DDI) 25 L7z, IEWEIE2.4 ~ 3.0, 2.4k
(X KFLEE, 30% B2 2 ATIINATEL 25",

2. #&R

A EFIT0BI1330R & BRI 5 20 & HE 8 L 72 B8
RAR EHF HHLEF RIE 2 B L 7246 2R, IR EF101AR
(75.9%), #WZH27IR (20.3%), #AHE SR (3.8%)
Wi e (Bl). SHEFOHEEISHEETH - 72
ARIEFT A 2 1R L7z WEROIRKHT RIL, #]
FFEFLEH ORI ZAL1THR (63.0 %), Fr#iHR 6 i)} (22.2
%), KIFAMR (148%) THho7zo #AROHR
JCHT R, IR 2 R (40.0%), AARERO I 2
R (40.0%), MUKRKAM 1R (20%) Tdh -7z,

PUFISAFIES 2 77§ 6
EBIL 67 KM NTG.

HIRHA1.0 (1.2x+1.5D<cyl-0.75D Ax125°), /&
A 7112 (1.2x+0.75D) o 1 @R 5 H oy
FUZLLT oM@ ) T Lo MEH FHIZ, rim notching,
bayoneting, < DFALIZ—F L 72NFLDAS A H %,
7R 12 laminar dot sign2SR H b, ZDORFT RN S
20X ) IZWIRD FHEE RIEZ 2 L 72o #HRER
SR RIEE R, X3 OMROHFA RO H T,
OTHENTNY — Um7ld EAHERIEEZRLT
Who HEE LB RIEE —3L, RS o7z,
REBI2 34 BTt POAG.

AR 710.05 (1.2x-8.0D), 7 HR#H710.04 (0.9%
-8.0D<cyl-1.0D Ax30°) DIHEILH. XK4DHRES
BOFRIIDTO®E) TH 5, IR B2
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®1  IREGED S OMERIEO I

B RIHE R % %
R MR 101 75.9
LB s 27 20.3
HARE 5 3.8
&t 133 100

&2 B OHEED N IR AT 7

APl HRECHT L %K %
W2 17 63.0
e TEARIR 6 22.2
RFLEH 4 14.8
At 27 100
FEHLAR 2 40.0
WA WIFFROIEF 2 40.0
IMLAR B ] 1 20.0
&t 5 100

MDD AHBETH 555, HIRE ETH, AIRE
FHINZ, NFLDASA 55 MHRIZE H 72 AL
9H, HM4/KZrim lossAS& 541, T {Zrim notch-
ing, bayoneting, PPA®D S -zoneZ & H M %, FHRIC
laminar dot signA 515, TOHT 2G5 O X
ISR LN HRE RIEE e L7z, 6 oMo
HFfEROHF T, OTHAZZNY — mZEETTHD
HROWE R E R L TV 5, HFIZZ2 W EHBLE R
HEHEE L2720, BEHLE -7,

3. B

FRPE O A EFLIH O 212 1%, large cupping,
fa M1 7L BH tt (Cup-to-disc ratio : CD ratio) @ ¥4 K,
rim notching, bayoneting, fa["1 T #i4L (undermining)
7 EHH B, &5 IINFLDO MBI 2L b B 7
RO—o2TH%Y, 29 LEREGEY A7z
R PEIR 2L & B & o R g Id T < 2 H AT D
NTHYY, SERETIE LYV HEATHLY, I
T VARRIEG H L HF & OB %2 78 L 720 7E 28
RoN Y, AWFgE T, #@HORKEEZ H/:
A, ARANEDIREGE O /A5 46I133MRD ) 5
79.5%DAxNBEERE S 2 g T & 720 HERO
27MR (20.3%) CTixAfic, MREIZIZHS A IThkA
BZ LD A NIz SRIHW24-270 75 50
HFTIE, ZHUIxhs LB REAR, ETwdh
ORI TR OEN LD o720, BoTa s T 4
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bayoneting bayoneting

AR (E£520°) %R (E520°)

1 JEGIL 67 M EMEEEE EiRKE E,
ME TN, B EROUIE (rim notching [HFEN]), I D8k
FIIRIERE (bayoneting), & DEBALIZ—F L 7= HARRA AR ME g K
{6 (NFLD) 23A 55, RO FLEERGMEIZAiRFLANE LT &

% (laminar dot sign) o

AR EiR

K2 JEG] 1 OIRKGE ) SHEE L7208 RhHES
e L 7B RIE 2 7R T,
IR > BB R IB 2 HEE L 720
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WBR A & —HEEE

K3 JEF 1 OEEDONY T ) —HE (HF).
MAROHFRE RO T, OTHEIN/Z/NY — VREIT ETTHE RIEZ
RL TS, HEE LB RIEE —8 L, IEMEFEEE L 72 o 720

AR (1 #45%)

laminar dot sign

B-zone 4

bayoneting
bayoneting

AR (E20°) ZER (B 20°)

R4 GEFI2 34k B MEEH BEEHlRE  WIRKEE,
RV=0.05 (1.2x-8.0D)
Lv=0.04 (0.9 x-8.0D<cyl-1.0D Ax30°)
TARER RS E 2 O 72 O AHE TH 5 2%, HIRF LT, ZIRE Efi,
A AR AR AERE RS R FH (NFLD) SR b5, MARICSE A 2 8MREFLEE, Hl4
A BAFEBOFEHAL (rim loss [FREN]) A S, ETFICHEZEHOYIE (rim
notching), [l @ L AIIKJE H (bayoneting), L A & FH AR #% 2 2 45 (PPA B
-zone) A SN 5o AR FLHERG MR 2 AFRILASE R CT& % (laminar dot sign) o
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AR

a7

EZHR

0N e/
VY%,

ES AEG] 2 DIREGHE A SHEE L 72HE
MR LT HRB RIA % HE7E L 72

5 4

NE—UlRE

K6 JEB 2 DFEEDNY T ) W,

MIROHFRE EOR T, OTHAL Y — MREIX T HOADORE RIEE
RLTW5h, HEIZ W B RAEZHEE L 72720, Bl o7,

(10-2% &) TAT Z ATHEFZALA A S 72 T REMEAS
Hhbo €I 7B EILHEE, BEHE A HE7H96%
DREFIT, IREGED SARNEESEZLZHERTE 5
X, HESECTORMRILE, AR
THERE DT FIRE VBBV ICEE» DG D5,

T 7, BEHOIRER RIE, HAREFLEEO W INZ
AL17HR, SR 6 R, KFLBHAMRTH -7z D
FNBEIR O 53, AT O Z I X D HEEDSHEETH -
720 ZOZ L, ZLOBEITRL TS X, #&
PRI S D W ZE AL I P 25 (LI SEAT L T Bl Y
CERFEFEL TV D,

WAL D RN BE ORI RAB O FEA 1L, #®ZHE,
WO Tz N2, FHMiAS K EE &
W2 b, TOHMEE LT, HEIRITERFLE, MR
DECEMITH B 2 D%, HEIRMEIEZENE, %R
AEHHEZ EDH VY, rim lossXPnotching, NFLD D&

HiASHE L v & & 9321T 5 597 RO REENR
) 7*50CT, HRTH X O'GDxD &AM IE, JARIR
DRIIETIXE TR VE W) HESH LY, o
T, EHIRICBWTIE, EMRIREMRAE) L ) EE
b

—F, BRRIZBWCEHEMERLIEIE, EptylsE, m
ROBNFEIMAZL N L5, FEMASEA M & 1,
FRNBE DB ADZIAHEZ ) v F7z, ROk
NEEL, FRNBEAESTOBRMEAS, FEEBIR L D &
LELNTWAEY, EHIEORENESNIIE, T4
TEBERLETH b,
KRAFAIFRM S K E Wz, —H, FRA RGN
PR ER-Z SN\, HRT & GDxDENT T b {Akk
PR & 52 LB Ao 7220 BRIZALICH LT, #HET
RIBOEEIIA {, BERHMIZZR D RT3\,
WAREIE38% A Hit, FOHRER RI2iE, FalM
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E L, MEOETREIHE LIZL o7z 3HR,
WAFE D IE s & Bbi 7z 2I803H - 720 BiZ D 3R
DH L, 2MRIEEHRIR, 1IRGIUKRBMTH > 72,

L2 b &FETIRCTH 720 9 L 7zkkNEEZAL
A5 LA < WIERN G AR IR B B R AN L C
Wk Bbhs,

FENBE DR 2L, ARECHT B & BRI O T 28
HETH AH0%, IRIKHT A 520.3%0 B THEFZAL
(24T L CRRNBEAT A e L7 B, B2 ks
WETEX LoD IZEN38% TH o720 LD
Zenn, IREMEIX, HFEO B'EMT S IZERD,
ME AT 2 TRENBEDFE RICEETH H 2 L 23
Zho SHIZZFOELEEMIZHZ 5121E, OCT,
HRTH & O'GDxIZHHTH 0° ¥, OCT & HRTD Bf
I ESICEHTHAHY. 41k, 2HLELw
IR B T (R ST 25 1 & ST ARARIEE G E. & DA Y EHI 7%,
A X ) RS2 I T 5 L Bbhb,
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