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B cTaTbe NpoBeAeHO CpaBHEHWE C/I0KHOCTM Pacno3HaBaHWsA cMMBOIOB B Tabaunuax ETDRS gns aHrnoasbluHbIX (Mo
OAaHHbIM IUTEpaTypbl) M PYCCKOA3bIYHbIX (COBCTBEHHbIE AaHHble) UCMbITyeMbiX. B 060OMX cnyvasx CNOMKHOCTb
ONTOTMNA OMpeAensanacb Kak YaCTHOe OT Je/leHUA KOAMYecTBa OWMOOK MpU Pacno3HaHWW JAHHOrO CMMBOJA B
OUCKPUMMUHAHTHbBIX CTOKAX Ha KOIMYECTBO NPeLbABAEHUS ero B 3TUX CTPOKax. CpaBHEHWE TabuL, CONPAXKEHHOCTH
pacno3HaBaHWA Ka)K4Oro OnToTMna NPoOBOAMAM C MOMOLLBI TOoyHOro Tecta ®uwepa. Cpean CUMBOOB,
CTAaTUCTUYECKM 3HAUYMMO PA3NNYAIOLMXCA MO TPYLHOCTU pacno3HaBaHWA, OTCYTCTBYIOWMI B pycCKom andasute
CMMBOJ1 S PaCcMoO3HaBa/ICA Jlydlle PYCCKOroBOPALLMMM, @ CUMBOSI Z — HOCUTENAMM aHIIMIACKOTO fA3blKa. B Toxe
Bpemsa obwmii ana oboux andasutos cumeon H nerye y3HaBanca aHrNOroBopAWwMMU. MonyyeHHble pesynbTaTbl
CBMAETENbCTBYIOT, UTO HOCUTENBCTBO A3blKa MOMKET CKa3blBaTbCA HAa CNOCOBHOCTM K pacno3HaBaHWIO OMTOTMMOB.
JaHHbI GaKT MOXKET 3aTpyAHATb CPaBHEHUE Pe3y/IbTaTOB BUSOMETPUM B Pa3HbIX NONYAAUMAX, AAXKE B TOM Cay4ae,
eCc/In NPUMEHSAITCA eaAnHble Tabanubl ¢ 06WMMM Ana pasHbiX afdpaBUTOB CUMBOJIAMM.
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BeeneHue

Pa3spaboTaHHasa B Hayane 80-x rogos 20 BeKa MeToAMKa NPOBEPKU OCTPOTbI 3PEHMA B PaMKax
nccneposaHus Early Treatment Diabetic Retinopathy Study (ETDRS) [1] ceituyac cTana «3010TbiM
CTaHOAPTOM», PEKOMEHAYeMbIM ANA MpumeHeHua B O0(TaNbMONOTUUYECKUX KANHUYECKUX
nccneposBaHuax [2-4]. Tabnvubl, Ucnonb3yemble B 3TOM MeToguKe, coaepaTt 10 ontoTunos
Sloan (S, D, N, V, R, Z, K, H, O, C), sBnatowmxca byksamu naTtuHckoro andasuta. CornacHo
npoBeAeHHbIM pa3paboTuMKamu UccnefoBaHUAM, 3TU CUMBOJIbI 061adaloT  CPaBHUMOM
Y3HAaBAaeMOCTbIO Yy aHI10A3bIYHbIX Uccneayembix. Tabanupl ETDRS 6bi1M CKOMMNOHOBaHbI TaKMM
06pa3om, 4Tobbl CyMMapHaA C/I0XKHOCTb Y3HAaBaHMA CMMBOJIOB B PasHbIX CTPOKax Tabauupbl
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6blna npumepHo oauHakoson [1]. Mo pesynbTatam ETDRS 6bla yTOYHEHA CAOXMHOCTb
pPacno3HaBaHWA OTAENbHbIX CMMBOMIOB M MNpPeANoXeHbl HOBble KOMOWHaLUMM CMMBOJIOB B
CTPOYKax, AN MWHMMU3ALMM Pa3HOCTU B OTHOCUTE/IbHOM CNOXHOCTM pacrnosHaBaHus [5].
MNMo3xke, Ha ocHoBaHuMM ETDRS cTtaHpapTa, Besnucb pa3paboTKM anbTepHaTUBHbLIX AM3aNHOB
Tabnny, M ycoBepLIEHCTBOBaHME METOAMKM BU3OMETPUM, C LENbI0 YMEHbLUEHUA BPEMEHMU
nccnefoBaHUA, CHUXKEHUA BaprMabenbHOCTM Npy NOBTOPHOM MCCeA0BAaHUM, UCNONb30BaHMA B
LuMPpPOBbIX YCTPOMCTBAX NpeabABAEHNA N adanTaunm ans getein [3,6-12].

OaHUM 13 3aMeTHbIX HeaocTaTKkoB ETDRS Tabnuny, aBnseTca ToT $GaKT, YTO HEKOTOpPbIE CUMBOJIbI
NATUHCKOro andasBuTa MOryT MMETb MOBbLIWEHHYK C/NOXHOCTb Y3HABAHWA B MONyAAuuMAx, rae
3TOT andaBUT He npumeHaeTcA. B Hactoawmii momeHT paspaboTaHbl Tabauubl ETDRS ¢
MCNONb30BaHMEM OOLMX ANA NATUHCKOTO M KUPUAAMYECKOro andasuTta cumBosios [13]. Itu
Tabnuubl NPUMEHSAINCL U B PYCCKOA3bIYHOM cpeae [14]. OgHakKo BOMPOC O C/AOMHOCTU
Pacno3HaBaHWA OAHWX W TeX e CMMBOJIOB B PA3HOA3bIYHbLIX NOMNYAALMAX TaK U He Obin
nogpobHo nccnenoBaH.

Llenb nccnepgosaHua

LUenb HAcToAWEro WCCNeAoBaHMA — MU3YYEHUEe CPaBHUTENbHOM C/AOXKHOCTM Y3HaBaHMUA
onTotMnoB Sloan (Mcnonb3yembix B OpUrMHaAbHbIX Tabnuuax ETDRS) B pycckos3bluHOM
NONYNALUN U CPAaBHEHWE UX Y3HABAEMOCTU C AAaHHBIMW MNONYYEHHbIMM B NOMNYAALUN HOCUTENEN
AQHIIMMCKOrO A3blKa.

MaTtepunanbl U metoAabl

B nccneposaHnun npuHano yyactne 100 coBeplueHHONETHUX PYCCKOA3bIYHbIX f0b6poBonbLes (59
KEHWMH M 41 My)KUMHA), 3HAKOWMX NATUHCKMA andaBuT. [o6poBONbLbI MMENN Pa3/NYHbIN
YPOBEHb 3HAaHMA aHIIMNCKOro A3blKa (HaYMHan OT 6A30BbIX 3HAHWUI), HO @aHFIMACKKUIA He Bbln KX
poaHbIM. CpeaHuit Bo3pacT B rpynne — 23,8 roaa.

Bce npoBogMmble B UCCNeL0BaHMM NpoLeaypbl COOTBETCTBOBAAM NPUHLMMNAM, U3N0XKEHHDBIM B
XenbCUHKCKOM geknapauum 1975 r. M ee nepecmoTpeHHoro BapuaHTa 2000 r. Kaxapin
nuccnegyembli  nepes NpoBeAeHUMEM  M3MEpeHUit 6bin nogpobHo MHbopmMUMpOBaAH O
npeacToAlmMX NpoLeaypax U gan cornacne Ha Ux nposeaeHue.

NccnepoBaHue OCTPOTbI 3pEHMA MPOBOAWMIOCH OAHWM McCCiefdoBaTenem C NpUMeHeHuem 3-x
Tabnny, ETDRS (Chart R, Chart 1, Chart 2) cornacHo cTaHgapTHomy npoTtokony [1]. Ana
npeabaBAeHns Tabnauy npumeHAann puadaHockonuyeckuii ocsetutens llluminator Cabinet
npounssoacTBa KomnaHum Precision Vision, CLUA. NccnepgoBaHMe nNpoBOANIOCH € paccToAHMA 1
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n 4 meTtpa. Bce npounTaHHble CUMBO/bI AR Kaxkaoh Tabnvubl perncTtpupoBasnck B
CTaHAAPTHOM OLEHOYHOM AUCTE.

Ona pacyéTta CNIOKHOCTU y3HaBaHMA ONTOTUNOB, NMPUMEHANN aNITOPUTM, NPEANOKEHHbIN Ferris
F.L. et al. [5] gna onpeaeneHva ee B aHrNOA3bIYHON MNonynsummn no pesynbTatam ETDRS.
CornacHo 3Tomy anropmuTMy Y4nTbIBaIMCb TO/IbKO CTPOKM, A€ UCNbITYEMbIA CMOT NPoYecTb oT 1
40 4 CMMBOJI0B U3 5-TM nmetowmxca (AUCKPUMMHAHTHbIE CTPOKM). CTPOKM rae UCMbITyeMbll He
CMOr y3HaTb HWM OAHOrO CWUMBONA WAM MOJHOCTbIO PACMO3HAHHbIE CTPOKU HEe CYUTANUCH
AVUCKPUMUHAHTHbIMU. YUYnTbIBannUCb ToNbKO Tabnamubl Chart 1 (gna npasoro rnasa) u Chart 2
(mna nesoro rnasa), KotTopble UcCCeAyeEMbIA YMTan C MAKCMMa/lbHOM OYKOBOWN KOppPEKLMEN,
nogobpaHHoit no Tabnuue Chart R. CnoXKHOCTb OnNTOTMNA OnpegenAnacb Kak 4actHoe OT
AeneHna Konmdectsa owWMOOK NpM pacno3HaAHUM [aHHOrO CMMBOMA B AMCKPUMMUHAHTHbIX
CTOKax Ha KOJIMYeCTBO NpeabABAEHUA ero B 3TUX CTPOKaXx.

CpaBHeHWe TabnuL, CONPAXKEHHOCTM PACMO3HABAHWUA KaKAOro ONTOTMNA MPOBOAMAMN C
NMoMoLblo ToYHOro TecTa dPuwepa. CTaTUCTUYECKYO 06paboTKy nNposBoauaM B nporpamme R
Bepcua 4.1.1 (R Foundation for Statistical Computing).

Pe3ynbTtaThl

Ona oboux rnas 6bina HacuuTaHa 241 AUCKPUMMHAHTHAA CTpOKa. MpadMKKM MX KoaudyecTsa B
3KCMEepMMEHTE U NOo NNTepaTypHbIM AaHHbIM NpeacTaBneH Ha puc. 1. KpacHaa yacTb Kaskaoro
CTONBUKA XapaKTepusyeT KOMYECTBO AUCKPUMMHAHTHbIX CTPOK Ha Chart 1 (npaBble rnasa),
CMHAA YacTb — Ha Chart 2 (nesble rnasa).

Puc. 1. Fpagpuku Koau4ecmea OUCKPUMUHAHMHbLIX CMPOK.
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A — Mo nMTepaTypHbIM AaHHbIM B aHIN0A3bIMHOM nonynauum (no Ferris et al. 1993 [5]).
b — aKcnepuMmeHTasibHble AaHHbIe, NO/lyYeHHble B PYCCKOA3bIYHOM NONYNALUMN.

Ha puc. 2 n B Tabanue 1 npeactaBnieH NPOLEHT OWMOOK MO KaxKAoMy ONTOTMMY NO CPaBHEHUIO
C INTepaTypHbIMU JAaHHbIMM.
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Puc. 2. [ina kaxcdozo onmomuna Sloan nokasaH npoyeHm owuboK 8 OUCKPUMUHAHMHbIX cmpoKax. CuHue
cmonbuku — cobcmeeHHble OaHHbIe (PYCCKOA3bIMHAA NONYAAYUS), KPACcHbie CmoabuKu — aumepamypHsbie
daHHeble (no Ferris et al. 1993 [5]), aH2n0A3bIYHAA NONYAAYUSA.
70,0
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20,0 +
10,0 -
0,0 -
Z H Vv R K D 0 o
Tabauya 1. Cmamucmuka pacno3HaeaHus onmomunoe 8 QUCKPUMUHAHMHbIX CMPOKAX.
OnTtotun Sloan z | N | H | \" | R | K | D | S [0} C
CobcTBEHHbIE AaHHbIe, PYCCKOA3bIYHbIE UCMbITYEMbIE.
OWMBKM 22 44 72 89 1 23 20 12 96 98
MpouTeHo BepHO 68 109 106 138 10 41 41 51 83 81
Kon-so 90 153 178 227 11 64 61 63 179 179
npeabABieHUN
MpoLeHT oWnBoK 24,4% 28,8% 40,4% 39,2% 9,1% 35,9% 32,8% 19,0% 53,6% 54,7%
JluTepatypHble AaHHble [5], aHrN0A3bIYHbIE UCMbITYEMbIE
OWMBKM 699 1427 2177 2400 1955 2241 2548 2388 3806 3429
MpouTeHo BepHO 3785 4874 4802 4190 3222 3487 3194 2543 3382 2216
Kon-so
. 4484 6301 6979 6590 5177 5728 5742 4931 7188 5645
npeabABieHUN
MpoueHT owmnboK 15,6% 22,6% 31,2% 36,4% 37,8% 39,1% 44,4% 48,4% 53,0% 60,7%
CpaBHeHme C/IOXKHOCTU YTeHMA ONTOTUNOB B Ta61w|u,ax ConpAXeHHOCTU y3HaBaHVIe/0LIJVI6Ka
p(3ravenwamenee | poar | o079 | 0011% | 0400 | 0062 | 0699 | 0091 | <0,0001* | 0,880 0,120
0,05 o603HayeHb! *)
OTHoweHne
WwaHcoB no Tabavue 1,751 1,379 1,498 1,126 0,165 0,873 0,611 0,251 1,028 0,782
conpAXeHHOCTH
JoBeputenbHbli 1,023 0,943 1,090 0,849 0,004 0,498 0,339 0,121 0,755 0,573
nHTepBan (95%) R R R R - - R R - R
OTHOLIEHWA WaHCOB 2,892 | 1,984 | 2,049 1,488 | 1,160 | 1,494 1,071 0,478 1,401 1,068

C nomouwbio TOYHOro KpuTepua Oduwepa 6blNO0 NpoBegeHO MCCAeAOBaHME cornacua no
Tabanuam conpaMKeHHocTM (y3HaBaHMe/owmnbKa) ANA Kakaoro ontotuna. CTaTUCTMYECKM
3HauMmble (p<0,05) pasnnMumMa mexxay YUTaemoCTbi0 B PYCCKOA3bIYHOW M aHII0A3bIYHON
nonynaumax 6biin BbiABAeHbl Ana onTotunos Z, H u S. Pa3anuma B YMTAaeMOCTU AOaHHbIX
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ONTOTUMNOB HENb3A 0O6BACHUTL C/IYYANHBIMU NPUYMHAMU. B pyCCKOA3bIMHOM NONYAALUM CUMBON
S pacnosHaBanca nydwe, a cMMBobl Z M H — xyKe, 4em B aHI10A3bIMHOW MONYAALUN.

CornacHo Mo/lyYeHHbIM MO TabaMuam COMPAXKEHHOCTU OTHOLUEHMAM LWIAHCOB OWWBOYHOro
YTEHWA ONTOTMNOB, Hanbonee 6GAM3KMMKU MO CNOMKHOCTU PACNO3HABAHUA OKa3aNMCb ONTOTUNbI
O, C, K n V. Ha puc. 3 npeacraBneHbl OTHOLLIEHWS LIAHCOB OLWIMOOK pacno3HaBaHua u ux 95%
[0BepuUTE/IbHbIE MHTEPBAJIbI.

Puc. 3. OmHoweHue waHcoe owubokK pacrno3HasaHus (YepHole memKu) u ux 95% doeepumernbHbiii UHMepean
(cuHue nuHuu). NopuzoHmManvHoli Yepmoii ommeyeHO omHouweHue WaHcoe paeHoe eduHuUye.
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ObcyxaeHune

Hanbonee ob6ocHoBaHHOE NPeAMNONOXKEHNE, YTO MeHee 3HAKOMble CMMBO/bI /TATUHCKOrO
andasuTa ByaAyT pacno3HaBaTbCA XYXE 3HAKOMbIX, UCMOJIb3yEMbIX KaK B PYCCKOM, TaK U B
natuHckom andasutax [13,14], noaTBepAnnocb He nosaHocTbio. Cpean cuMMBOIOB
CTaTUCTUYECKU 3HAYMMO Pas3NMYaOWMXCA MO TPYAHOCTM PACNO3HABaHWA, OTCYTCTBYIOWMN B
pycckom andaBuTe CMMBOJI S pacno3HaBa/CA /y4ylle PYCCKOroBOPALWMMM, a CUMBON Z —
HOCUTENAMM QHTZIMIACKOTO A3blKa. B ToXKe Bpema obwmn gna obonx andasmtos cumeon H, no
KaKOM-TO NpUYMHE, CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMO Nerye y3HaBasicA aHrnorosopswumu. Hanbonee
6/IM3KMMM MO CNOXKHOCTM Pacno3HaBaHWA B Pa3HOA3bIKMX KOMYAALUAX OKaszanucb cumeosibl O,
C, Kn V (oTHOLWEHME WaHCOoB OWNBOYHOro YTeHUA 6nKe Bcero K 1).
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Cypa no pesynbTaTaM WCCNEAOBaHWA, HOCUTENbCTBO fA3blka MOMET CKasblBaTbCA HA
CNOCOBHOCTM K pacno3HaBaHUIO ONTOTMNOB. [aHHbl GaKT MOMKEeT 3aTpyAHATb CpaBHeHMWe
pe3y/nbTaToB BM3OMETPUM B PasHbIX NOMyNAUMAX, AaxKe B TOM C/yyae, eciv NpUMeHAoTcA
eanHble Tabnumubl ¢ 06WMMKM ANA pa3HbiX andaBUTOB CUMBOIAMM.
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Abstract

We compared the difficulty of letter recognition in ETDRS charts for English-speaking (according to literature) and
Russian-speaking (own data) subjects. In both cases, the proportion of incorrect recognitions was calculated for
each letter by dividing the total number of times that letter was read incorrectly on discriminant lines by the total
number of times that letter appeared on discriminant lines. Comparison of recognition difficulty for each letter was
performed by Fisher's exact test. Among the letters, that significantly differ in recognition difficulty and absent in
the Russian alphabet, symbol S was recognized better by Russian speakers, and symbol Z was better recognized by
native English speakers. At the same time, the symbol H (common to both alphabets) was significantly easier to
recognize by English speakers. Obtained results indicate that native language may affect the ability to recognize
optotypes. This may present some difficulty in comparing the results of visometry in different populations, even if
charts with letters common to different alphabets are used.

Keywords: visometry, visual acuity, ETDRS tables, complexity of optotypes
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