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Microfluctuation of Accommodation in Amblyopia
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Some investigators have reported that the microfluctuation of accommodation increases when
the retinal image of the stimulus is optically independent from the defocus and/or when the
subject fixates at the closer point. Following this theory, the author has considered that the
microfluctuation of accommodation increases in amblyopia because of the reduced ability to

detect change of the contrast in patterned image on the retina.
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This prediction is confirmed
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Fig.1 An example of quasistatic recording
of accommodation obtained from a monocular
amktlyopia. upper : normal eye (visual acuity=
1.2), lower: amblyopic eye (corrected visual -
acuity=0. 6).
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