S Can “Equivalent Eccentricity” Account For Amblyopic Vision ?
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PURPOSE

Crowding is a well-known characteristic of central vision in am-

2. Normal peripheral vision has substantially poorer 3. Normal periphery predicts strabismic amblyopic acuities.

flanked than unflanked acuity.
! Flanked vs. unflanked letter acuities

in the central field of amblyopic visual system

blyopia. Here we ask whether an equivalent-eccentricity model can

explain the increased crowding in the central field of amblyopes. Normal acuities vs.eccentricity
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