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[ Abstract] Objective To investigate the effect of early glare on contrast sensitivity under mesopic conditions in
patients who had undergone laser in situ keratomileusis (LASIK). Methods Contrast sensitivity with and without glare
was determined with the Mesotest IIb under mesopic conditions in 72 patients who had undergone LASIK 3 months before.
Results The proportion of patients who were not able to discriminate the mesopic contrast limits of grades without glare
rose three months after LASIK than before the surgery, but not significantly different except grade 4 ( contrast level 1: 2).
The proportion increased obviously with glare at grade 6( contrast level 1: 5) , grade 7{ contrast level 1: 2.7) and grade 8
(contrast level 1: 2). On the 3rd month, under mesopic conditions with glare, the proportion of patients whose contrast
sensitivity decreased by 2 or more grades, significantly increased compared to that without glare. Conclusions Mesopic
contrast sensitivity with glare became worse at the early stage after LASIK. ( Chin J Ophthalmol and Otorhinolaryngol

2009,9.215-217)
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