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Emmetropia Total Low Myopia Moderate High
Jonabies = { = 7y 4 Myopia Myopia P Vvalue P Value
(n=37) (n=158) (n=41) R vyopi

Longitudinal modulus of
nucleus, GPa

3.342+0.023 3.395+0.027 3.369+0.030 3.394+0.023 3.412+0013 <0.001 <0.05*

Accommaodative facility 13.88+4.64 8.04 £ 3.49 11.22+2.43 8.03+3.63 6.15+2.36 <0.001 <0.05*
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Table 6 Effect of measured ocular parameters on quality of life of unlversity students according to linear
regression models using enter approach adjusted for confounders (age and sex)

Unstandardized coefficients Standardized coefficients

Model parameters [}
Beta Std.Error Beta

Near point of convergence 0.354 0128 0.102 0.006

Near point of accommodation 0.684 0182 0142 <0.001

Accommaodative ) 0.229 0.407 0.020 0574

convergence/accommodation

Accommodation facility -1.236 0.304 -0.147 <0.001

Sex -4.008 1153 -0126 0.001

Age 0.696 0.301 0.083 0.021
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1.Chang, Le etal. “In Vivo Brillouin Analysis of Lens Nucleus and Cortex in Adult Myopic Eyes and Their Correlation With Accommodation.”
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2 DS 7.42 +3.21 10.34+3.98 292+3.45 0.001
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% iz 0.4m 0.5m 0.8m 1.0m 3.0m 50m
= EBEA 0.54+0.12 0.48+0.11 0.26 +0.06 0.22 +0.05 0.06 = 0.05 0.03 +0.04
%ﬂu EDOF- I 0.49+0.12 0.43+0.11 0.25 +0.06 0.21+0.05 0.05 +0.06 0.03+0.04
P <0.001 <0.001 0.001 0.002 0.021 0.046
e HE/D -3.00 -2.50 -2.00 -1.50 -1.00 -0.50 0.00
£E LEER 0.65+0.12 0.55+0.15 0.42+0.12  0.29+0.09 0.17+0.07 0.09+0.07  0.03+0.04
EH@ EDOF- T 0.62+0.13 0.46+0.13 0.34+0.11 0.26 +0.08 0.16 = 0.06 0.08+0.07  0.03+0.04
% P 0.005 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.024 0.023 0.046
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