Figure 1: Fixation Distance
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Figure 2(a): PowerRefractor Valldity Horizontal
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Figure 2(b): PowerRefractor Validity Torsional
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Figure 2(c): PowerRefractor Validity Vertical
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Figure 2(d): PowerRefractor Monocular Validity
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Difference of Nidek Autorefractor and

Figure 2(e): Nidek Autorefractor Validity Horizontal
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Figure 2(f): Nidek Autorefractor Validity Torsional
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Figure 2(g): Nidek Autorefractor Validity Vertical
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Difference of test and retest

Figure 3{a): PowerRefractor Repeatability Horizontal

3

% 27
2
e
Rk
[
] . . o0 e
Boga ey, W LR R L e £ 2 R bbby
b~ . Yeer w0
°© * -
L
o
5§11
]
E
Q.

-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 2

Mean of test and retest
Figure 3(b): PowerRefractor Repeatability Torsional
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Figure 3(c): PowerRefractor Repeatability Vertical
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Figure 3(d): PowerRefractor Monocular Repeatability
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Figure 3(f): Nidek Autorefractor Repeatability Torsional
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Figure 3(g): Nidek Autorefractor Repeatability Vertical
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Figure 3{e): Nidek Autorefractor Repeatability Horizontal
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