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Conclusions

Preliminary data comparing the use of the Eyhance Toric IOL with the Alcon Toric IOL in a micro-monovision approach demonstrates:
Eyhance Toric Group: statistically significant improved binocular unaided reading vision
63% of Eyhance Toric patients were glasses independent in photopic conditions (needing only reading glasses in mesopic conditions)
No statistically significant differences found in: Toric IOL rotation, Contrast sensitivity, Stereoacuity, CatPROM & CATquest 9SF questionnaires.
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