29 45057 ) B 2K E K % ¥ Val. 29, No. 7
2007 -4 H ACTA  ACADEMIALE MEDICINAE - MILITARIS  TERTIAE Apr. 2007 629 -

SCAEA Yy 1000-5404 (2007 )07 -0629-03 'i‘% %
SR U6 R X o 25 £ 40 53 175 A& FR 5L Y 22 i)

Mﬁw’a‘,ﬁtﬁ-rid-i-ll.ilv}&:fw: AT, RN, RfEET R R E (T Bk R T I e R, T 400010,
S AE IR e, T W 510060)

BOF: LM STk D) 2 s 5 A e SRR i RET] VERIS Seienee 4.0 UG5 % 1R [ (% R 4000
1O {9 (20 LU (6 AET T mf-VEP G0, 4] 52 58 (i [ — 0 R (] LT 7 6 ol A0 40 IR 25 3 00 AU il 17 4 i
8 T ol el UL 3 O 1573 o1 o U 1 AN R SO /UK 1 R P O /L 3 AR I B 0§
VERIS B4 md-VEP (1B 5, 80 A [ $00F DRG0 o6 i h 1Y ml-VEP SpPGETpLbge . &538E  Irfy 22 it# mf-viEp
(el Y ORI s S/ ol Y ot B S P A 8 N 1 e N R 5 1 | ey (8 B 1 A G PN
HRAET DA 88 5 17 35 1 G b (R D [ 8 R AT B P 22 57 (P <0.05) . &5 mil-VEP o] e 94 R (<11
A SN AR 8 = 7t 4 O O 11 R I B o IV .8 02 N T ATl [ OB B '

KEWE B AR A A 5 P I s A

hERS S, R339. 141 R339. 145; R770.43 CHRARIRAD: A

Effect of experimental scotoma on multifocal visual evoked potential

HU Xiao-peng' , HUANG Shi-zhou®, JIANG Fu-tian’, LONG Shi-xian®, LIANG Jiong-ji*, WU De-zheng’, WU Le-
Zh(—‘ng"('Ilc-p;u‘lmo‘nl of Ophithalmolagy , The Second Alfiliated Hospital of Chongging Medical University , Chongging 400010, *Zhongshan
Ophthalmic Center, Sun Yal-sen Universily , Guangzhou 510060, China)

Abstract; Objective  To investigate the influence of experimental scoloma on multifocal visnal evoked
potential (mf-VEP). Methods The m{-VEP of 10 healthy individuals (20 eyes) was measured with VERIS
Science 4.0, Every eye was measured for 3 times. The right eye was measured with full field stimulation and
upper hemi-field or lower hemi-field masked. The left eye was measured with full field stimulation and central
three-rings area or lower nasal field masked. The first slice responses of the second order in different field were
analyzed and compared by VERIS software. Results  The mf-VEP in masked area was undetectable or obvi-
ously decreased in all subjects. In most unmasked field, the amplitudes of mf~-VEP were nol changed, excepl
that in some place decreased slightly with statistically significant difference in comparison to the full field stimu-
lation mode. Conclusion  mf-VEP is influenced with t"X[ir‘.l'illlt"lll;ll scoloma, The ml-VEP changes are consist-
ent with the visual field masked.

Key words: multifocal visual evoked potential; experimental scotoma; normal individual
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