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The study of reading pupillary distance
of the aged population of rural community

Il Hoon Lee
Department of Ophthalmic Optics. Wonkwang Health College

The purpose of this study is evaluate for effect quality eye care to the aged population of rural
community. This study investigated one of important factors in dispensing distance pupillary distance.
measured reading pupillary distance. calculated reading pupillary distance into age group and sex. I
measured pupillary distance and near inter pupillary distance with corneal reflection pupillometer(shin Nippon
PD-82) The objects are male and female living rural community at least 60 years old. The mean pupillary
distance for distance of male and female were 63.52 mm, 61.24 mm. respectively.

The mean measured reading pupillary distance of male and female were 60.12 mm, 58.08 mm,
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respectively. Gradient and differenée between male and female were same with mean pupillary distance
for distance. The result of comparison the mean difference of the mean measured reading pupillary
distance and the calculated reading pupillary distance into the age group and sex. This result of changes

of addition. as the age is older. the mean addition is greater than youth.
I'd like to compare changes of these factors influenced by environmental factors, however [ couldn’t

see about these. So 1 could'nt considered their relationship and some possible problems of wearing

commercial reading glass.
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Table 1. Distribution of sample in age and sex
categories.
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Fig 1. Comparison of Mean Measured
Dist. PD into Sex and Age
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Fig 4. Comparison of Mean Measured Near
PD of Male into the Mean Calculated Near
PD and Age Group
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