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Figure 12: Scatter plot demonstrating distribution of unaided near visual vision

_ _ _ Figure 17: Bar chart depicting glasses use in photopic conditions.
(n chart) in the non dominant eye. (Mann-Whitney p<0.05)

(Chi Square test, Fisher’s Exact Test P<0.0001)

Figure 11: Scatter plot demonstrating distribution of unaided near vision
(logMAR) in the non dominant eye. (unpaired t test p<0.01)

Figure 8: Scatter plot demonstrating distribution of unaided distance
vision in the non dominant eye. (Mann Whitney, p<0.01)

Figure 10: Scatter plot demonstrating distribution of unaided intermediate
vision in the non dominant eye. No statistical significance found.
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Figure 15: Scatter plot of distribution of unaided binocular near vision

T o _ Figure 16: Scatter plot demonstrating distribution of unaided near
(logMAR) outcome in binocular vision. (unpaired t test, p<0.05)

vision (n chart) in binocular vision. ( Mann- Whitney, p<0.01)

Figure 13: Scatter plot demonstrating distribution of binocular unaided
distance vision. No statistical significance found.

Figure 14: Scatter plot demonstrating distribution of unaided binocular
intermediate vision. No statistical significance.

* 66 patients Eyhance ICB0O0 IOLs

Conclusions

Preliminary data demonstrates that the use of the Eyhance IOL with a micro-monovision approach gives patients:
Eyhance ICBO0OO group: Statistically significant improved unaided reading vision

/8% of Eyhance patients were glasses independent in photopic conditions (needing only reading glasses in mesopic conditions)
No statistically significant differences found in: Contrast sensitivity, Stereoacuity, CatPROM & CATguest 9SF questionnaires.
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