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Retinal image quality in myopic children 
undergoing orthokeratology alone or combined 
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Abstract 

Background  The retinal image quality derived from lower-order (LOA) and higher-order aberrations (HOA) for fixed 
3-mm and photopic pupil diameters, in children undergoing combined 0.01% atropine and orthokeratology (AOK) 
versus those receiving orthokeratology alone (OK) over two years was evaluated.

Methods  The visual Strehl ratio based on the optical transfer function (VSOTF), derived from 2nd- to 4th-order terms 
(LOA and HOA combined), 2nd-order terms (LOA only), and 3rd- to 4th-order terms (HOA only) for fixed 3-mm and 
natural photopic pupil diameters, was compared between the two treatment groups. The individual Zernike coef-
ficients for a fixed 3-mm pupil size of 2nd- to 4th-orders, root mean square (RMS) of LOA ( Z0

2
 , Z−2

2
 , and Z2

2
 combined), 

HOA (3rd to 4th orders inclusive), and Coma ( Z−1

3
andZ

1

3 combined) were also compared between the two groups.

Results  Right eye data of 33 AOK and 35 OK participants were analysed. Under photopic conditions, significantly 
lower VSOTF based on HOA only was observed in the AOK group compared with that in the OK group at all post-
treatment visits (all P < 0.05); however, interactions between HOA and LOA resulted in comparable overall retinal 
image quality (i.e., VSOTF based on LOA and HOA combined) between the two groups at all visits (all P > 0.05). For 
a fixed 3-mm pupil size, the VSOTF based on HOA only, LOA only, or HOA and LOA combined, were not different 
between the two groups (all P > 0.05). AOK participants had slower axial elongation (mean ± SD, 0.17 ± 0.19 mm vs. 
0.35 ± 0.20 mm, P < 0.001), a larger photopic pupil size (4.05 ± 0.61 mm vs. 3.43 ± 0.41 mm, P < 0.001) than OK partici-
pants, over two years.

Conclusions  HOA profile related to an enlarged pupil size may provide visual signal influencing eye growth in the 
AOK group.

Keywords  Combined treatment, Orthokeratology, 0.01% atropine, Myopia, Retinal image quality, Ocular aberrations

Background
Animal studies across a wide range of species have shown 
that altering the visual experience during early life influ-
ences short and long-term eye growth [1–5]. Based on 
these results, retinal image quality has been hypothesized 
as a potential factor that could affect axial eye growth in 
children [6], due to either the natural [7] or altered [8] 
optics of the eye. Of the optical interventions used to 
retard axial elongation in myopic children, orthokera-
tology (ortho-k) has typically shown greater efficacy [9], 
with an average of 43% to 63% less axial elongation over 
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two years, compared to children wearing single-vision 
spectacles [10–15] or soft contact lenses [16]. Follow-
ing ortho-k, lower-order aberrations (LOA, defocus, and 
astigmatism), are largely corrected across the central 
field [10–16]. However, the reshaped cornea significantly 
alters the higher-order aberration (HOA) profile, as the 
root mean square (RMS) of HOA increased from 0.18 to 
0.49 µm for a 4-mm pupil [17], and from 0.27 to 0.69 µm 
for a 6-mm pupil [18] (i.e., almost a tripling of total HOA 
for 4–6  mm pupil diameters); which is sustained over 
long-term ortho-k treatment [19, 20]. In children under-
going ortho-k, less axial elongation has been associated 
with greater increases in HOA RMS [19, 20], comatic 
aberrations RMS (e.g. Z−1

3 ,Z1
3,Z

−1
5 , and Z1

5 combined) 
[20, 21], and a positive shift in primary spherical aberra-
tion ( Z0

4)[19].
Of note, in previous ortho-k studies, the predominant 

optical metrics considered were HOA RMS or individual 
Zernike coefficients, but not retinal image quality [19–
21]. In addition, many ortho-k studies have examined 
HOA using a fixed pupil diameter (typically 4–6  mm) 
across all participants [19–21]. However, throughout 
the day the eye is typically exposed to photopic levels of 
ambient lighting resulting in a constricted pupil diam-
eter of typically less than 4 mm (on average 3.72 mm in 
children aged 4–12 years and 3.94 mm in children aged 
6–12  years) [22, 23]. Thus, an analysis of retinal image 
quality based on photopic pupil sizes may be more rel-
evant to understand the visual quality of children under-
going ortho-k during typical daytime activities.

Several studies have now investigated the effect of a 
combination treatment using low concentration (0.01%) 
atropine with ortho-k (AOK) to retard axial elongation 
[24–26], assuming that atropine may enhance the opti-
cal effect of ortho-k through pupil dilation or by directly 
influencing muscarinic receptors in the eye that regu-
late eye growth [27]. Different mechanisms of action are 
believed to be involved, with ortho-k potentially slowing 
axial elongation due to alterations in peripheral refrac-
tion [28, 29] or HOA [8], while atropine exerts effects 
on anti-muscarinic receptors of the retina and sclera to 
slow myopia progression [30, 31]. An improved effect in 
retarding axial elongation of AOK treatment compared 
to ortho-k alone (OK) was observed in the atropine 
combined with ortho-k study [26], and in a subgroup 
of myopic children with a baseline spherical equivalent 
refraction (SER) less than 3.00 D, over two years [24]. An 
analysis of ocular HOA after six months of AOK treat-
ment suggested that the improved retardation of axial 
elongation was potentially related to the optical effect of 
an enlarged photopic pupil [32]. The current study aimed 
to compare the retinal image quality (i.e., the visual Strehl 
ratio based on the optical transfer function, VSOTF) and 

aberration metrics derived LOA and HOA for a fixed 
3-mm  pupil size and retinal image quality for photopic 
pupil sizes in children undergoing AOK and OK treat-
ment over two years.

Methods
Participants and materials
The design of the current study (ClinicalTrials.gov: 
NCT02955927) has been described previously [33]. 
Participants were recruited via advertisements in local 
newspapers or by word of mouth, and those who passed 
a subsequent phone screening were invited to attend a 
screening examination to assess their eligibility. In brief, 
children of Chinese ethnicity aged 6 to less than 11 years 
with normal ocular health other than 1.00–4.00 D of 
myopia, ≤ 2.50 D astigmatism, and < 1.00 D difference in 
SER between the two eyes, no history of myopia control 
treatment, were randomized into either the treatment 
AOK or OK group in a 1:1 ratio. The sample size calcu-
lation was based on the within group standard devia-
tion (SD) of 0.25 mm from the retardation of myopia in 
orthokeratology (ROMIO) study [11], to achieve 80% 
power to detect a minimum difference of 0.18  mm in 
axial length over two years with a 5% level of significance. 
At least 48 participants (24 in each group) were required 
at completion. AOK treatment involved the application 
of one drop of preservative-free 0.01% atropine (Aseptic 
Innovative Medicine Co., Ltd., Taiwan, China) in each 
eye, 10 min before nightly wear of ortho-k lenses (KATT 
BE Free Lens, Precision Technology Services, Vancouver, 
B.C., Canada), while OK treatment only involved wear-
ing the same design ortho-k lenses nightly. Parameters 
of ortho-k lenses were calculated using the Eye Care 
Practitioner Software (Precision Technology Services, 
Vancouver, B.C., Canada), based on corneal topography 
(E300, Medmont, Australia), non-cycloplegic manifest 
refraction, and the horizontal visible iris diameter. If a 
difference of more than 30 μm in the corneal sag between 
the horizontal and vertical meridians was observed for 
an 8-mm chord diameter, a toric lens design was used; 
otherwise, a spherical design was used per the manufac-
turer’s recommendation. Lens refitting was performed 
if ≤ − 0.50 D non-cycloplegic residual SER was found at 
post-treatment visits with continual lens wear of at least 
seven nights, or if moderate to severe decentration of a 
lens (> 1 mm) was observed. Lens was yearly replaced if 
no refit would be indicated. Complimentary contact lens 
solutions were provided to participants to ensure their 
compliance with solution replacement monthly. Each 
vial of single-dose 0.01% atropine eye drops (0.5 mL per 
vial) contains 0.05  mg atropine sulphate compounded 
with saline. Compliance was assessed by calculating 
the rate of using atropine eye drops in the AOK group 
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(total numbers of returned empty vials/total number of 
days during the study), as well as the rate of ortho-k lens 
wear (total number of nights with lens wear/total num-
ber of days during the study) in all participants. Ethical 
approval was obtained from the Human Subject Eth-
ics Subcommittee of the School of Optometry of the 
Hong Kong Polytechnic University (PolyU) (Reference 
No. HSEARS20160406005) and the Institutional Review 
Board of the University of Hong Kong/Hospital Author-
ity Hong Kong West Cluster (Reference No. UW 16_404). 
A certificate for the clinical trial/medicinal test was 
obtained from the Pharmacy and Poison Board, Depart-
ment of Health of Hong Kong (Reference No. PR/CT 
0118/2016(AL)). Assent and consent were provided by 
children and parents, respectively, before their participa-
tion. All participants were required to attend cycloplegic 
examinations (data collection visits) every six months 
after commencement of the treatment at the Optometry 
Clinic of the School of Optometry of PolyU. All proce-
dures followed the tenets of the Declaration of Helsinki.

Examination procedures
For each participant, data collection at subsequent vis-
its was carried out within ± 2  h of the measurement 
time of the baseline visit at 6-monthly intervals. Mani-
fest subjective refractive error was measured by an 
unmasked examiner, before and after cycloplegia using 
a trial frame, following the principle of maximum plus 
for maximum visual acuity (VA). Unaided VA (UVA) and 
best-corrected VA (BCVA) were measured using high 
contrast (100%) Early Treatment Diabetic Retinopathy 
Study charts (Precision Vision, La Salle, Illinois, USA) 
under normal room lighting at a 4-m distance. Pupil size 
was measured by the unmasked examiner who was not 
involved in the follow-up of participants, using the OPD-
Scan III (Nidek, Gamagori, Japan) with an internal light 
source, under mesopic illuminance (3.5 lx, approximately 
36 Trolands for a mean mesopic entrance pupil diameter 
of 6.43  mm across all visits [34]), followed by photopic 
illuminance (125.6  lx, approximately 318 Trolands for a 
for a mean photopic entrance pupil diameter of 3.18 mm 
entrance pupil diameter across all visits [34]) in a closed 
dark room with the lights off (0  lx). For each partici-
pant, retinal illuminance was calculated using a method 
described by Thibos et al. [34], based on the average pho-
topic pupil size across all post-treatment visits. Partici-
pants were required to fixate on the internal instrument 
target and were fogged to relax their accommodation 
during the examination. The first three measurements 
with a difference of less than 0.50 mm were averaged for 
analyses. With the optimal distance refraction in place, 
the amplitude of accommodation was measured three 
times, using a Royal Air Force Rule (Harlow, Essex, UK) 

(push up method) for each eye, which was later averaged 
for analyses.

The procedures for measuring monochromatic ocular 
aberrations using a Complete Ophthalmic Analysis Sys-
tem (COAS) (Wave-front Sciences Ltd., New Mexico, 
USA) have been described in detail previously [32]. The 
COAS utilises a 33 × 44 lenslet array with each lenslet 
144 μm in diameter. Since the pupil magnification factor 
is about 0.685, the lenslet array samples the exiting wave-
front every 210 μm in the pupil plane (i.e., 600 samples 
for a 6-mm pupil diameter) [35]. Under non-cycloplegic 
conditions, aberrations were measured while partici-
pants fixated an external Maltese monocularly cross tar-
get illuminated by an incandescent lamp (5.3 lx), viewed 
through a beam splitter and Badal lens in a closed dark 
room. To provide a 0.00 D stimulus to accommodation 
during the examination, the position of the target was 
altered accordingly by compensating for the participants’ 
distance SER. The first five wavefront measurements 
without a blink (each consisting of 25 measurements 
captured within two seconds) were exported for each 
eye. The exported data were fitted with a Zernike poly-
nomial expansion up to the 6th-order based on a 6-mm 
pupil diameter. Potential measurement artefacts, within 
the 125 measurements captured at each visit for each 
participant, indicative of fluctuating accommodation, 
were removed using customized software (i.e., a differ-
ence in pupil diameter >  ± 0.50  mm, or difference in 
defocus >  ± 0.50 D from the sample median). The meas-
ured coefficients for a 6-mm pupil diameter were then 
re-scaled down to the natural photopic pupil sizes meas-
ured with the OPD-Scan III and a fixed 3-mm pupil size 
(mean ± SD photopic pupil size was 3.45 ± 0.54  mm in 
all participants across all visits), respectively, following 
the method described by Schwiegerling [36]. The re-
scaled coefficients were provided up to the 6th-order, but 
analysis was only performed up to the 4th-order, as coef-
ficients of the 5th- and 6th-orders were small for 3–4 mm 
pupil diameters [37], which were suggested to be merely 
instrument noise measured using the COAS instrument 
[38]. Based on the individual Zernike coefficients for a 
fixed 3-mm pupil size of 2nd- to 4th-orders (inclusive), 
RMS of LOA ( Z0

2 , Z−2
2  , and Z2

2 combined), HOA (3rd- to 
4th-orders inclusive), and Coma ( Z−1

3 andZ
1
3 combined) 

were calculated, respectively. Retinal image quality for 
distance viewing was quantified using the VSOTF, which 
was derived from 2nd- to 4th-order terms (LOA and 
HOA combined), 2nd-order terms (LOA only), and 3rd- 
to 4th-order terms (HOA only), for a fixed 3-mm pupil 
size and the natural photopic pupil sizes for each partici-
pant at each visit, according to a method described previ-
ously [39]. VSOTF was used for description of the retinal 
image quality due to its high correlation with visual acuity 



Page 4 of 10Tan et al. Eye and Vision           (2023) 10:21 

[40]; and with a value range from 0 to 1, the higher the 
VSOTF, the better the retinal image quality [41]. Axial 
length was measured with the IOLMaster (Carl Zeiss 
Meditec AG, Jena, Germany) by a masked examiner 
at least 30  min after cycloplegia using two drops of 1% 
cyclopentolate five minutes apart. The composite read-
ings, determined from five readings with a maximum dif-
ference of 0.02 mm and signal-to-noise ratio above five, 
were used for analyses.

Statistical analyses
As HOA tend to be mirror-symmetric between the left 
and right eyes [42], only data from the right eye was 
included in the analyses. Statistical analyses were per-
formed using SPSS version 25 (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY, 
USA). The normality of data, such as age, axial length, 
retinal illuminance, individual aberration metrics for a 
3-mm pupil (RMS of LOA, HOA, and Coma, and coeffi-
cients of individual Zernike terms of 2nd- to 4th-orders), 
and timing of the baseline visit were assessed using the 
Kolmogorov-Smirnov test. Crosstab analysis was used 
to compare the sex distribution between groups. After 
confirming the normality of baseline data (age, BCVA, 
and axial length), retinal illuminance across all post-
treatment visits, and timing of the data-collection visits 
over 24  h (for all participants and those visiting in the 
afternoon), an unpaired t-test was used to compare these 
data between the two groups. Other normally distributed 
data, including axial elongation, pupil size, the ampli-
tude of accommodation, non-cycloplegic SER and UVA, 
individual aberration metrics for a 3-mm pupil (RMS of 
LOA, HOA, and Coma, and coefficients of individual 
Zernike terms of 2nd- to 3th-orders), and VSOTF for a 
3-mm pupil size and natural photopic pupil sizes over 
two years were compared using a two-way repeated-
measures analyses of variance (RM ANOVA), with Bon-
ferroni-corrected post hoc comparisons to examine the 
between-group and between-visit differences, and their 
interactions, where appropriate. As the coefficients of 
individual Zernike terms of 4th-order for a 3-mm pupil 
and timing of data-collection visits for participants vis-
iting in the morning were not normally distributed, the 
Mann-Whitney U test was used to compare these data 
between the two groups, and a Bonferroni-adjusted P 
value of less than 0.01 (0.05/5) was considered statisti-
cally significant, where appropriate.

Results
Demographics
Of the total of 89 participants (45 AOK and 44 OK) who 
commenced the treatment, 11 AOK and nine OK partici-
pants were excluded at different stages of the study for 
various reasons. Of the 69 participants (34 AOK and 35 

OK) who completed the two-year study, one AOK partic-
ipant was excluded from the analysis due to missing base-
line aberration data (Fig.  1). Analyses were performed 
for 68 participants, with the mean rate for lens wear at 
93% (95% confidence interval: 92%–94%) for both groups 
and the same rate and confidence intervals for applica-
tion of atropine eye drops. The demographics and base-
line data showed no significant differences in sex, age, 
BCVA, axial length (all P > 0.05, Table 1), pupil size (mes-
opic and photopic), non-cycloplegic SER, and the ampli-
tude of accommodation (all P > 0.05, Table 2) between the 
AOK and OK groups. Over two years, data of 11 AOK 
and 12 OK participants were taken in the morning, while 
data of 22 AOK and 23 OK participants were taken in the 
afternoon; the timing over 24 h of the baseline visit (all 
P > 0.05, Table  1) and post-treatment visits at 6-month 
intervals was similar for the two groups (all P > 0.05).

Pupil size, retinal illuminance, the amplitude 
of accommodation, non‑cycloplegic SER and UVA over two 
years
A significant group by visit interaction was observed 
for both photopic and mesopic pupil diameters (both 
P < 0.001), with post hoc comparisons indicating a sig-
nificant between-group difference in the photopic (all 
P < 0.001), but not the mesopic pupil size (P = 0.09), at 
all post-treatment visits (Table 2). For the photopic pupil 
sizes, the mean ± SD retinal illuminance averaged across 
all post-treatment visits was significantly higher in the 
AOK group than that of the OK group (mean ± SD, AOK 
vs. OK, 459.3 ± 107.5 Trolands vs. 338.7 ± 65.4 Trolands, 
P < 0.001). There was no main effect of group or a group 
by visit interaction for the amplitude of accommodation 
(both P > 0.05), indicating no significant between-group 
difference in this parameter over two years. Given that 
residual myopic SER was over 0.50 D at follow-up vis-
its, 14 OK participants were refitted with 20 lenses over 
two years, whereas four AOK participants were refit-
ted with four lenses. After the two-year treatment, non-
cycloplegic SER was not significantly different between 
the two groups (P = 0.12, Table  2). For non-cycloplegic 
UVA, there was no main effect of group or a group by 
visit interaction (both P > 0.05, Table 2), indicating no sig-
nificant between-group difference in this parameter over 
two years.

Comparison of aberrations and retinal image quality 
for a fixed 3‑mm pupil size and photopic pupil sizes
For a fixed 3-mm pupil, there were no significant dif-
ferences in any RMS (LOA, HOA, and Coma), indi-
vidual Zernike coefficients of LOA and HOA, or retinal 
image quality (i.e., the VSOTF based on LOA and HOA 
combined, VSOTF based on LOA only, VSOTF based 
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on HOA only) between the two groups at all vis-
its (all P > 0.05)  (Fig.  2a). There were no significant 
within-group differences in LOA RMS, HOA RMS, or 
retinal image quality in each group (i.e., the VSOTF 
based on LOA and HOA combined, VSOTF based on 
LOA only, VSOTF based on HOA only) between any 
post-treatment visits (all P > 0.05). In the AOK group, 
mean ± SD value of LOA RMS were 1.14 ± 0.38  µm at 
the baseline visit and 0.31 ± 0.23  µm at the 24-month 
visit; in the OK group, LOA RMS were 1.06 ± 0.37 µm 
at the baseline visit and 0.40 ± 0.22 µm at the 24-month 
visit. Mean ± SD of HOA RMS increased from 
0.06 ± 0.06 µm and 0.04 ± 0.02 µm at the baseline visit, 
to 0.11 ± 0.05  µm and 0.09 ± 0.05  µm at the 24-month 
visit, in the AOK and OK groups, respectively.

For photopic pupil sizes, no significant differences 
in the VSOTF based on LOA and HOA combined, and 

VSOTF based on LOA only, were observed between the 
two groups at all visits (all P > 0.05); however, the VSOTF 
based on HOA only was significantly higher in the OK 
group than the AOK group at all post-treatment visits (all 
P < 0.05) (Fig. 2b). In each group, there was no significant 
differences in retinal image quality (i.e., VSOTF based on 
LOA and HOA combined, VSOTF based on LOA only, 
VSOTF based on HOA only) between any post-treatment 
visits (all P > 0.05).

Axial elongation
AOK participants had less axial elongation than those in 
the OK group over two years (mean ± SD, 0.17 ± 0.19 mm 
vs. 0.35 ± 0.20 mm, P < 0.001). A significant group by visit 
interaction was observed for axial elongation (P = 0.014), 
with post hoc analyses indicating that the axial elongation 

Fig. 1  Flow chart showing participants recruitment and dropouts. AOK, combined atropine with orthokeratology; OK, orthokeratology alone
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Table 1  Baseline demographic data and timing of baseline visit. Data are presented as mean ± standard deviation

AOK = combined 0.01% atropine and orthokeratology; OK = orthokeratology alone

*median (range) is presented as data is not normal

Characteristic AOK OK P

Number of participants 33 35

Sex (female/male) 15/18 15/20 0.44

Age (years) 9.3 ± 1.0 9.1 ± 1.2 0.50

BCVA (logMAR)  − 0.04 ± 0.05  − 0.03 ± 0.05 0.42

Axial length (mm) 24.57 ± 0.71 24.50 ± 0.92 0.73

Timing of baseline visit (hours) 13:54 ± 3:06 13:42 ± 3:30 0.83

Visit in the morning AOK OK P

Number of participants 11 12 –

Timing of baseline visit (hours)* 9:00 (9:00–12:00) 9:36 (8:00–10:54) 0.99

Visit in the afternoon AOK OK P

Number of participants 22 23 –

Timing of baseline visit (hours) 15:54 ± 1:18 16:00 ± 1:36 0.89

Table 2  Summary of results of combined 0.01% atropine and orthokeratology (AOK) and orthokeratology alone (OK) groups at each 
visit

SER = spherical equivalent refraction; SD = standard deviation; SE = standard error

P: probability value of two-way RM-ANOVA indicating the interaction between group and visit, with P‡ for post hoc test showing differences between groups at each 
visit. Bold typeface values indicate statistical significance

Metric Group Mean ± SD Interaction (F, P)

Baseline 6-month 12-month 18-month 24-month Group x visit

Axial elongation (mm) AOK – –0.02 ± 0.10 0.06 ± 0.14 0.11 ± 0.17 0.17 ± 0.19 4.76, 0.014
OK – 0.07 ± 0.08 0.18 ± 0.15 0.25 ± 0.18 0.35 ± 0.20

Difference [SE] – 0.09 [0.02] 0.11 [0.04] 0.14 [0.04] 0.18 [0.05]

P‡ –  < 0.001 0.002 0.001  < 0.001
Photopic pupil (mm) AOK 3.25 ± 0.31 3.81 ± 0.45 3.88 ± 0.63 3.91 ± 0.59 4.05 ± 0.61 14.91, < 0.001

OK 3.20 ± 0.32 3.16 ± 0.33 3.22 ± 0.35 3.30 ± 0.42 3.43 ± 0.41

Difference [SE] 0.05 [0.08] 0.64 [0.10] 0.66 [0.12] 0.61 [0.12] 0.62 [0.13]

P‡ 0.49  < 0.001  < 0.001  < 0.001  < 0.001
Mesopic pupil (mm) AOK 6.51 ± 0.86 7.15 ± 0.64 7.12 ± 0.62 7.18 ± 0.59 7.21 ± 0.54 10.35, < 0.001

OK 6.61 ± 0.82 6.72 ± 0.78 6.74 ± 0.83 6.72 ± 0.81 6.92 ± 0.78

Difference [SE] 0.10 [0.20] 0.43 [0.17] 0.38 [0.18] 0.46 [0.17] 0.29 [0.16]

P‡ 0.09

Amplitude of accommodation (D) AOK 13.5 ± 1.9 11.9 ± 1.5 12.2 ± 1.3 11.4 ± 1.3 11.2 ± 1.5 2.40, 0.08

OK 12.8 ± 2.1 12.2 ± 1.4 12.1 ± 1.1 11.7 ± 1.2 11.6 ± 1.1

Difference [SE] 0.7 [0.5] 0.2 [0.4] 0.1 [0.3] 0.3 [0.3] 0.4 [0.3]

P‡ 0.91

Non-cycloplegic SER (D) AOK –2.65 ± 0.92 0.28 ± 0.45 0.22 ± 0.44 0.21 ± 0.40 0.05 ± 0.44 0.59, 0.57

OK –2.88 ± 0.98 –0.06 ± 0.46 –0.01 ± 0.44 –0.20 ± 0.45 –0.12 ± 0.44

Difference [SE] 0.22 [0.23] 0.34 [0.11] 0.22 [0.11] 0.41 [0.10] 0.17 [0.11]

P‡ 0.34 0.003 0.039  < 0.001 0.12

Non-cycloplegic unaided visual acu-
ity (logMAR)

AOK 0.98 ± 0.41 –0.02 ± 0.08 –0.02 ± 0.09 –0.01 ± 0.06 0.00 ± 0.07 0.19, 0.72

OK 0.98 ± 0.42 0.01 ± 0.11 0.01 ± 0.08 0.03 ± 0.11 0.03 ± 0.09

Difference [SE] 0.01 [0.10] 0.03 [0.02] 0.03 [0.02] 0.04 [0.02] 0.03 [0.02]

P‡ 0.36
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Fig. 2  Retinal image quality calculated from aberration terms over time for the two groups. a 3-mm pupil size; b Natural photopic pupil sizes. Error 
bars indicating the standard error. AOK, combined 0.01% atropine and orthokeratology; OK, orthokeratology alone; HOA, higher-order aberrations 
terms (3rd- to 4th-orders inclusive orders); LOA, lower-order aberrations terms (2nd-order); OK HOA, mean visual Strehl ratio derived from HOA 
only in the OK group (n = 35); OK LOA, mean visual Strehl ratio derived from LOA only in the OK group (n = 35); OK All Terms, mean visual Strehl 
ratio derived from HOA and LOA combined in the OK group (n = 35); AOK HOA, mean visual Strehl ratio derived from HOA only in the AOK group 
(n = 33); AOK LOA, mean visual Strehl ratio derived from LOA only in the AOK group (n = 33); AOK All Terms, mean visual Strehl ratio derived from all 
Zernike terms HOA and LOA combined in the AOK group (n = 33); M, months; *indicating significant difference at all post-treatment visits
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was significantly greater in the OK group than that of the 
AOK group at all post-treatment visits (all P < 0.01).

Discussion
Retinal image quality in terms of VSOTF was reported 
to get worse during accommodation in non-myopic 
children [43] and progressing myopes wearing best-
corrected spectacles [44]. It was also assessed longitu-
dinally in emmetropes who became myopes five years 
after initial assessment [45]. However, decreased retinal 
image quality was not associated with refractive error 
development [45]. Long-term studies for retinal image 
quality in children undergoing myopia control treatment 
are lacking. The current study was the first to assess and 
compare the retinal image quality during distance view-
ing (relaxed accommodation through a Badal system) in 
children undergoing treatment of AOK and OK to retard 
axial elongation over two years. The major findings of our 
study were that, for photopic pupil sizes, retinal image 
quality based on HOA only was significantly reduced in 
the AOK group compared to the OK group at all post-
treatment visits (all P < 0.05); however, the interaction 
between HOA and LOA terms yielded comparable over-
all retinal image quality (i.e., based on HOA and LOA 
combined). After the two-year treatment, axial elonga-
tion of AOK participants was 0.18 mm significantly less 
than those in the OK group, indicating that AOK treat-
ment had an improved long-term effect in retarding axial 
elongation over OK treatment. After treatment, mean of 
the non-cycloplegic SER was positive in the AOK group, 
while negative values were presented in the OK group 
(Table  2); the significant between-group differences in 
the non-cycloplegic SER (except at 24-month visit), may 
explain why the interaction of LOA and HOA produced 
a non-significant difference in the quality of the retinal 
image between the two groups. But based on VSOTF 
analysis derived from HOA, it is still possible that HOA 
profile related to an enlarged pupil size in the AOK group 
may provide visual signal influencing eye growth, given 
the reduced axial elongation in this group.

Here, to maintain good UVA during the day, lenses 
were refitted if the participant’s residual myopic SER was 
0.50 D or more [46]. In line with this protocol, there was 
a higher rate of lens refits in the OK group than that in 
the AOK group to compensate for the residual myopic 
SER that highly likely resulted from axial elongation. 
Therefore, it is reasonable to observe that non-cyclo-
plegics were not different between the two groups after 
two years of treatment (Table 2). For the photopic pupil 
sizes, the mean difference of 0.62  mm between the two 
groups was clinically significant, as 0.25 mm is the degree 
of accuracy for photopic pupil size measurements using 
OPD-Scan III [47]. Notably, measurements of photopic 

pupil sizes were acquired in the morning or afternoon, 
and it is possible that the pupil dilation resulting from 
use of 0.01% atropine may wear off during the daytime. 
For the subgroup of participants (22 AOK and 23 OK) 
who were examined in the afternoon, a larger post-treat-
ment photopic pupil size was still observed in the AOK 
group than in the OK group over two years (mean ± SD, 
3.92 ± 0.57  mm vs. 3.31 ± 0.41  mm, P < 0.001), whereas 
their baseline photopic pupil size was similar (P = 0.58). 
This indicates that the between-group difference in the 
photopic pupil size was maintained over a substantial 
proportion of waking hours. Over two years, there was a 
mean reduction of 2.3 D and 1.2 D in accommodation in 
the AOK and OK groups, respectively. However, baseline 
accommodation was robust (Table 1), and the reduction 
in accommodation did not result in a different profile 
of accommodation between the two groups (P > 0.05, 
Table 2).

The use of atropine can alter the ocular HOA profile 
due to pupil dilation [6] and/or the paralysis of  accom-
modation [48]. Also, ocular aberrations may change fol-
lowing a lens refit, particularly since there was a higher 
lens refit rate in the OK group. In the current study, for 
a fixed 3-mm pupil diameter, no between-group differ-
ences were observed for individual Zernike coefficients of 
all orders (including LOA, HOA, and particularly defo-
cus), LOA RMS, and HOA RMS. That is, when a fixed 
3-mm pupil diameter was considered, where the effect of 
the pupil size was controlled, the use of 0.01% atropine 
in the AOK group or a higher rate of lens refit in the OK 
group, did not cause a difference in the aberration profile 
between the two groups. Moreover, LOA was not fully 
corrected in ortho-k treated eyes, as for a fixed 3-mm 
pupil, the mean ± SD defocus ( Z0

2 ) was reduced by 73% 
and 63% in the AOK and OK groups, respectively, while 
HOA RMS doubled in both groups. Following reductions 
in LOA and increases in HOA after treatment, the ratio 
of LOA to HOA (RMS) was changed significantly from 
approximately 30:1 for a 3-mm pupil pre-treatment in 
each group, to 3:1 in the AOK group and 4:1 in the OK 
group, after two-year treatment.

Due to the use of 0.01% atropine, the mean photopic 
pupil size was 0.62  mm larger in the AOK group than 
those in the OK group after two years of treatment. Of 
note, the magnitude of HOA is elevated with increased 
pupil size [37], and elevated HOA may influence the qual-
ity of the retinal image. In line with this speculation, for 
photopic pupil sizes, retinal image quality derived from 
HOA only was reduced in the AOK group compared 
with that in the OK group at all post-treatment visits (all 
P < 0.05). However, the overall retinal image quality was 
not different between the two groups at all post-treat-
ment visits (all P > 0.05), suggesting interactions between 
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HOA and LOA terms. One limitation of our study is that 
retinal image quality and aberration profile was described 
only during relaxed accommodation. Simulation analyses 
suggest that retinal image quality during accommoda-
tion can be affected by a combination of HOA and LOA 
terms (i.e., Z0

4 and defocus) [49–51], and this interaction 
may provide a directional cue to the retina and conse-
quently alter axial eye growth [52]. In addition, compared 
with the OK group, there was reduced VSOTF based on 
HOA only and less axial elongation in the AOK group, 
suggesting that there may be a link between potential 
visual signal related to HOA and axial elongation. Results 
obtained in this study only indicate that a similar profile 
of retinal image quality in the AOK and OK groups dur-
ing distance viewing, either for a fixed 3-mm pupil or for 
the photopic pupil sizes. However, the retinal image qual-
ity during accommodation in both groups are unknown. 
Future studies are warranted to investigate whether 
retinal image quality and the aberration profile at differ-
ent accommodative demands are linked with axial eye 
growth in children undergoing AOK or OK treatment. 
Also, retinal image quality in the current study was based 
on on-axis ocular aberrations measured with COAS, but 
ocular aberrations may also be presented off-axis and 
affect the peripheral image quality [49]. Further studies 
concerning the off-axis aberration along with the periph-
eral defocus are warranted.

Conclusion
The use of 0.01% atropine nightly in conjunction with 
ortho-k resulted in slower axial elongation compared to 
single treatment with ortho-k. Despite increased pho-
topic pupil diameters induced with the use of 0.01% 
atropine, retinal image quality was not different between 
myopic children undergoing AOK and OK treatments 
over two years. The result indicated that retinal image 
quality cannot account for the improved effect in retard-
ing axial elongation resulted from the combination treat-
ment. However, reduced VSOTF based on HOA only and 
less axial elongation in the AOK group, could point to a 
potential visual signal related to HOA that may slow eye 
growth.

Acknowledgements
Contact lenses were sponsored by Precision Technology Services, Vancouver, 
B.C., Canada, and contact lens solutions by Ophtecs Corporation, Japan. 
Atropine eye drops were partially supported by Aseptic Innovative Medicine 
Co., Ltd., Taiwan, China.

Author contributions
PC, GPC and VCW designed and planned the study. QT and ALN conducted 
the experiment. SV analysed the data and QT wrote the first draft of the paper. 
All authors interpreted the results and revised the manuscript. All authors read 
and approved the final manuscript.

Funding
This research was supported by The Hong Kong Polytechnic University Teach-
ing Postgraduate Studentship (TPS) Scheme to Qi Tan and partially supported 
by a private donation to the School of Optometry, The Hong Kong Polytechnic 
University.

Availability of data and materials
The data supporting the findings of this study are available within the article, 
and supplementary material can be shared upon request.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Ethical approval was obtained from the Human Subject Ethics Subcommittee 
of the School of Optometry of The Hong Kong Polytechnic University (PolyU) 
(Reference No. HSEARS20160406005) and the Institutional Review Board of 
The University of Hong Kong/Hospital Authority Hong Kong West Cluster 
(Reference No. UW 16_404). A certificate for the clinical trial/medicinal test 
was obtained from the Pharmacy and Poison Board, Department of Health of 
Hong Kong (Reference No. PR/CT 0118/2016(AL)). Assent and consent were 
provided by children and parents, respectively, before their participation.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors report no conflicts of interest. None of the authors has any finan-
cial interest in any of the products tested.

Received: 11 October 2022   Accepted: 23 March 2023

References
	1.	 Smith EL 3rd, Hung LF. The role of optical defocus in regulating refractive 

development in infant monkeys. Vision Res. 1999;39(8):1415–35.
	2.	 Smith EL 3rd, Hung LF, Kee CS, Qiao Y. Effects of brief periods of 

unrestricted vision on the development of form-deprivation myopia in 
monkeys. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 2002;43(2):291–9.

	3.	 Howlett MH, McFadden SA. Spectacle lens compensation in the pig-
mented guinea pig. Vision Res. 2009;49(2):219–27.

	4.	 Smith EL 3rd, Hung LF, Arumugam B. Visual regulation of refractive devel-
opment: insights from animal studies. Eye (Lond). 2014;28(2):180–8.

	5.	 Schaeffel F, Feldkaemper M. Animal models in myopia research. Clin Exp 
Optom. 2015;98(6):507–17.

	6.	 Hughes RP, Vincent SJ, Read SA, Collins MJ. Higher order aberrations, 
refractive error development and myopia control: a review. Clin Exp 
Optom. 2020;103(1):68–85.

	7.	 Lau JK, Vincent SJ, Collins MJ, Cheung SW, Cho P. Ocular higher-order 
aberrations and axial eye growth in young Hong Kong children. Sci Rep. 
2018;8(1):6726.

	8.	 Vincent SJ, Cho P, Chan KY, Fadel D, Ghorbani-Mojarrad N, González-
Méijome JM, et al. CLEAR—Orthokeratology. Cont Lens Anterior Eye. 
2021;44(2):240–69.

	9.	 Huang J, Wen D, Wang Q, McAlinden C, Flitcroft I, Chen H, et al. Efficacy 
comparison of 16 interventions for myopia control in children: a network 
meta-analysis. Ophthalmology. 2016;123(4):697–708.

	10.	 Chen C, Cheung SW, Cho P. Myopia control using toric orthokeratology 
(TO-SEE study). Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 2013;54(10):6510–7.

	11.	 Cho P, Cheung SW. Retardation of myopia in orthokeratology (ROMIO) 
study: a 2-year randomized clinical trial. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 
2012;53(11):7077–85.

	12.	 Charm J, Cho P. High myopia-partial reduction ortho-k: a 2-year rand-
omized study. Optom Vis Sci. 2013;90(6):530–9.

	13.	 Zhu MJ, Feng HY, He XG, Zou HD, Zhu JF. The control effect of orthokera-
tology on axial length elongation in Chinese children with myopia. BMC 
Ophthalmol. 2014;14:141.



Page 10 of 10Tan et al. Eye and Vision           (2023) 10:21 

•
 
fast, convenient online submission

 •
  

thorough peer review by experienced researchers in your field

• 
 
rapid publication on acceptance

• 
 
support for research data, including large and complex data types

•
  

gold Open Access which fosters wider collaboration and increased citations 

 
maximum visibility for your research: over 100M website views per year •

  At BMC, research is always in progress.

Learn more biomedcentral.com/submissions

Ready to submit your researchReady to submit your research  ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: 

	14.	 Santodomingo-Rubido J, Villa-Collar C, Gilmartin B, Gutiérrez-Ortega R. 
Myopia control with orthokeratology contact lenses in Spain: refractive 
and biometric changes. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 2012;53(8):5060–5.

	15.	 Hiraoka T, Kakita T, Okamoto F, Takahashi H, Oshika T. Long-term effect 
of overnight orthokeratology on axial length elongation in child-
hood myopia: a 5-year follow-up study. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 
2012;53(7):3913–9.

	16.	 Walline JJ, Jones LA, Sinnott LT. Corneal reshaping and myopia progres-
sion. Br J Ophthalmol. 2009;93(9):1181–5.

	17.	 Chen Q, Li M, Yuan Y, Me R, Yu Y, Shi G, et al. Interaction between corneal 
and internal ocular aberrations induced by orthokeratology and its 
influential factors. Biomed Res Int. 2017;2017:3703854.

	18.	 Lian Y, Shen M, Huang S, Yuan Y, Wang Y, Zhu D, et al. Corneal reshap-
ing and wavefront aberrations during overnight orthokeratology. Eye 
Contact Lens. 2014;40(3):161–8.

	19.	 Lau JK, Vincent SJ, Cheung SW, Cho P. Higher-order aberrations and 
axial elongation in myopic children treated with orthokeratology. Invest 
Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 2020;61(2):22.

	20.	 Hiraoka T, Kakita T, Okamoto F, Oshika T. Influence of ocular wavefront 
aberrations on axial length elongation in myopic children treated with 
overnight orthokeratology. Ophthalmology. 2015;122(1):93–100.

	21.	 Kim J, Lim DH, Han SH, Chung TY. Predictive factors associated with axial 
length growth and myopia progression in orthokeratology. PLoS One. 
2019;14(6):e0218140.

	22.	 Yam JC, Li FF, Zhang X, Tang SM, Yip BHK, Kam KW, et al. Two-year clinical 
trial of the Low-Concentration Atropine for Myopia Progression (LAMP) 
study: phase 2 report. Ophthalmology. 2020;127(7):910–9.

	23.	 Chia A, Chua WH, Cheung YB, Wong WL, Lingham A, Fong A, et al. 
Atropine for the treatment of childhood myopia: safety and efficacy of 
0.5%, 0.1%, and 0.01% doses (Atropine for the Treatment of Myopia 2). 
Ophthalmology. 2012;119(2):347–54.

	24.	 Kinoshita N, Konno Y, Hamada N, Kanda Y, Shimmura-Tomita M, Kaburaki 
T, et al. Efficacy of combined orthokeratology and 0.01% atropine 
solution for slowing axial elongation in children with myopia: a 2-year 
randomised trial. Sci Rep. 2020;10(1):12750.

	25.	 Zhao W, Li Z, Hu Y, Jiang J, Long W, Cui D, et al. Short-term effects of 
atropine combined with orthokeratology (ACO) on choroidal thickness. 
Cont Lens Anterior Eye. 2021;44(3):101348.

	26.	 Tan Q, Ng AL, Cheng GP, Woo VC, Cho P. Combined 0.01% atropine with 
orthokeratology in childhood myopia control (AOK) study: a 2-year 
randomized clinical trial. Cont Lens Anterior Eye. 2023;46(1):101723.

	27.	 Cho P, Tan Q. Myopia and orthokeratology for myopia control. Clin Exp 
Optom. 2019;102(4):364–77.

	28.	 Liu Y, Wildsoet C. The effective add inherent in 2-zone negative lenses 
inhibits eye growth in myopic young chicks. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 
2012;53(8):5085–93.

	29.	 Liu Y, Wildsoet C. The effect of two-zone concentric bifocal spectacle 
lenses on refractive error development and eye growth in young chicks. 
Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 2011;52(2):1078–86.

	30.	 McBrien NA, Arumugam B, Gentle A, Chow A, Sahebjada S. The M4 
muscarinic antagonist MT-3 inhibits myopia in chick: evidence for site of 
action. Ophthalmic Physiol Opt. 2011;31(5):529–39.

	31.	 Arumugam B, McBrien NA. Muscarinic antagonist control of myopia: 
evidence for M4 and M1 receptor-based pathways in the inhibition of 
experimentally-induced axial myopia in the tree shrew. Invest Ophthal-
mol Vis Sci. 2012;53(9):5827–37.

	32.	 Vincent SJ, Tan Q, Ng ALK, Cheng GPM, Woo VCP, Cho P. Higher 
order aberrations and axial elongation in combined 0.01% atropine 
with orthokeratology for myopia control. Ophthalmic Physiol Opt. 
2020;40(6):728–37.

	33.	 Tan Q, Ng AL, Cheng GP, Woo VC, Cho P. Combined atropine with 
orthokeratology for myopia control: study design and preliminary results. 
Curr Eye Res. 2019;44(6):671–8.

	34.	 Thibos LN, Lopez-Gil N, Bradley A. What is a troland? J Opt Soc Am A Opt 
Image Sci Vis. 2018;35(5):813–6.

	35.	 Ginis HS, Plainis S, Pallikaris A. Variability of wavefront aberration measure-
ments in small pupil sizes using a clinical Shack-Hartmann aberrometer. 
BMC Ophthalmol. 2004;4:1.

	36.	 Schwiegerling J. Scaling Zernike expansion coefficients to different pupil 
sizes. J Opt Soc Am A Opt Image Sci Vis. 2002;19(10):1937–45.

	37.	 Applegate RA, Donnelly WJ 3rd, Marsack JD, Koenig DE, Pesudovs K. 
Three-dimensional relationship between high-order root-mean-square 
wavefront error, pupil diameter, and aging. J Opt Soc Am A Opt Image Sci 
Vis. 2007;24(3):578–87.

	38.	 Salmon TO, van de Pol C. Evaluation of a clinical aberrometer for lower-
order accuracy and repeatability, higher-order repeatability, and instru-
ment myopia. Optometry. 2005;76(8):461–72.

	39.	 Thibos LN, Hong X, Bradley A, Applegate RA. Accuracy and precision of 
objective refraction from wavefront aberrations. J Vis. 2004;4(4):329–51.

	40.	 Marsack JD, Thibos LN, Applegate RA. Metrics of optical quality derived 
from wave aberrations predict visual performance. J Vis. 2004;4(4):322–8.

	41.	 Mahajan VN. Strehl ratio of a Gaussian beam. J Opt Soc Am A Opt Image 
Sci Vis. 2005;22(9):1824–33.

	42.	 Marcos S, Burns SA. On the symmetry between eyes of wavefront aberra-
tion and cone directionality. Vision Res. 2000;40(18):2437–47.

	43.	 Hughes RPJ, Read SA, Collins MJ, Vincent SJ. Higher order aberrations 
and retinal image quality during short-term accommodation in children. 
Vision Res. 2021;188:74–84.

	44.	 Collins MJ, Buehren T, Iskander DR. Retinal image quality, reading and 
myopia. Vision Res. 2006;46(1–2):196–215.

	45.	 Philip K, Sankaridurg P, Holden B, Ho AMitchell P. Influence of higher order 
aberrations and retinal image quality in myopisation of emmetropic eyes. 
Vision Res. 2014;105:233–43.

	46.	 Tan Q, Ng AL, Choy BN, Cheng GP, Woo VC, Cho P. One-year results of 
0.01% atropine with orthokeratology (AOK) study: a randomised clinical 
trial. Ophthalmic Physiol Opt. 2020;40(5):557–66.

	47.	 Tan Q, Ng AL, Cheng GP, Woo VC, Cho P. Repeatability of pupil size 
measurements with NIDEK OPD-Scan III in myopic children. Ophthalmic 
Physiol Opt. 2021;41(2):431–6.

	48.	 Hiraoka T, Miyata K, Nakamura Y, Miyai T, Ogata M, Okamoto F, et al. 
Influences of cycloplegia with topical atropine on ocular higher-order 
aberrations. Ophthalmology. 2013;120(1):8–13.

	49.	 Plainis S, Ginis HS, Pallikaris A. The effect of ocular aberrations on steady-
state errors of accommodative response. J Vis. 2005;5(5):466–77.

	50.	 Thibos LN, Bradley A, Liu T, López-Gil N. Spherical aberration and the sign 
of defocus. Optom Vis Sci. 2013;90(11):1284–91.

	51.	 Thibos LN, Bradley A, López-Gil N. Modelling the impact of spherical aber-
ration on accommodation. Ophthalmic Physiol Opt. 2013;33(4):482–96.

	52.	 Buehren T, Iskander DR, Collins MJ, Davis B. Potential higher-order aberra-
tion cues for sphero-cylindrical refractive error development. Optom Vis 
Sci. 2007;84(3):163–74.


	Retinal image quality in myopic children undergoing orthokeratology alone or combined with 0.01% atropine
	Abstract 
	Background 
	Methods 
	Results 
	Conclusions 

	Background
	Methods
	Participants and materials
	Examination procedures
	Statistical analyses

	Results
	Demographics
	Pupil size, retinal illuminance, the amplitude of accommodation, non-cycloplegic SER and UVA over two years
	Comparison of aberrations and retinal image quality for a fixed 3-mm pupil size and photopic pupil sizes
	Axial elongation

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	References


