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Fig. 1. Objective O - Ring Dominant Eye Test.

T

Fig. 4. Objectlve O - Ring Dominant Eye Test in Center.
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High 8 (24.24%)% WEFHTH Table 3).
4. SEMI DAY CHaXte| BN fAMQt 2xx ¥
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Table 4. Comparison of equal and unequal dominant eye or
dominant hand

3 E2IE| whHo| SAjof 2% [T Characteristics Classification Number(%)
. 2 or =]
o eE T . o Middle 43 (41.35%)
O-Ring testol] W $-A|eke] Fe= $<ko] 9 A Equal D.E - pray
1 .
90" % Middle 527 (57.78%), High 387 (42.22%)°.& 1} £ ( )
U zlo}o] AL Az o= o o Middle 16 (84.21%)
Bhstar, 2] 734 AA 338 5 Middle 257(75.76%), Unequal D.E
High 3 (15.79%)
R.H 95 (91.35%)
Table 1. Distribution of subjective dominant eye test and objective Equal D.H
test LH 9 (8.65%)
Characteristics Dominant Eye | Number of subjects Unequal D.H RH 18 (94'74:/")
Subjective Test 0.D 100 (77.52%) LH 1 (5:26%)
(Monocular D.E: dominant eye, D.H: dominant hand, R.H: right hand,
Instrument Test) 0S8 29 (22.48%) L.H: left hand
0.D 90 (69.77%)
(8b{eg;;e ?Z:I) 0S 33 (25.58%) Table 5. Center dominant eye general characteristics of subjects
& CENTER 6 (4.65%) Characteristics | Classification Number(%)
Subjective 0.D 5 (83.33%)
Table 2. Comparison of subjective test and objective test by test 0.S 1 (16.67%)
dominant Eye
y ond Male 5 (83.33%)
1 1 0 enacr
Comparison Dominant Eye Number(%) Fomale 1 (16.67%)
Equal 104 .62
o qua 04 (80.62%) Emmetropia 2 (33.33%)
Subjective test
.. Unequal 19 (14.73%)
and Objective test Low 1 (16.67%
Etc (Center) 6 (4.65%) 025D ~-3.00 p|! 16:67%)
V.A Myopia Mid 3 (50.00%
Table 3. Distribution of power in objective dominant eye -325D~-575D (50.00%)
Dominant Number(%) High - 6.00 D~ 0
Eye High Middle Hyperopia 0
O - Ring 0.D 38 (42.22%) | 52 (57.78%) Dominant RH 6 (100%)
Test 0.8 8 (24.24%) | 25 (75.76%) Hand LH 0
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Table 6. Distribution of distance refractive power in objective
test dominant eye and non-dominant eye

Characteristics Dominant | Distance refractive P-value
eye power
0.D -1.68 D
0.D 0.743
0.S -1.57 D
0.D -1.81 D
0.S 0.818
Objective Test 0.8 -1.67 D
(O - Ring Test) 0D | -1.65D
High 0.759
0.S -1.52D
0.D -1.76 D
Middle 0.786
0.S -1.65D
0.D -1.64 D
0.D 0.732
Subjective test 0.S -1.53 D
(Monocular
instrument test) 0.D 225D
0.S 0.801
0.S -2.09 D
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The Direction and Level of Dominant Eye According to the Tests
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Purpose: In this study, dominant eye is monitoring and level of dominant was measured in subjective and
objective test. Methods: The average age of 21.08 years old of 129 adult (69 male, 60 female) who was no
underlying ocular disease were participated in this study. dominant eye was determined by monocular instrument
in subjecttive test and using a thin ring (3.8 cmx3.8 cm) in objective test and level of dominant was measured
direction of movement of the thin rim. Results: In the subjective test, there are 100 (77.52%) subjects whose
dominant eye was right eye, and 29 (22.48%) subjects whose dominant eye was left eye. In the objective test, 90
(69.77%) subjects had right eye d and 33 (25.58%) subjects had left eye, as dominant eye,and 6 (4.65%) subjects
had no dominant eye. Comparison of subjective test and objective test by dominant eye were equal in the 104
(80.62%) subjects, unequal in the 19 (14.73%) and center 6 (4.65%) subjects. The level of dominant eye in
objective dominant eye test, there were middle 52 (57.78%) subjects, high 38 (42.22%) subjects in the right eye,
and middle 25 (75.76%) subjects, high 8 (24.24%) subjects in the left eye. Conclusions: In this study O - Ring
Test hasadvantage of direction and level of dominant eye, and middle or center dominant eye was shown in
unequal. From this results, testing of dominant eye should be relationship equal and unequal, also required to be
study in dominant eye level in binocular vision.

Key words: Dominant eye, Non dominant eye, Dominant eye power
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