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Comparison between a non-mydriatic digital fun-
dus camera 45 degree versus a non-mydriatic 200
degree ultra-widefield scanning laser ophthalmo-
scope (Optos) versus mydriatic ophthalmologic exam
for diabetic retinopathy screening

Wanwarang Raksorn, MD.

Abstract:
Purpose: To compare the diagnostic properties of a non-mydriatic digital fundus camera 45 degree versus a
non-mydriatic 200 degree ultra-widefield scanning laser ophthalmoscope (Optos) versus mydriatic ophthalmo-

logic exam for diabetic retinopathy screening.

Design: Single-site, Prospective comparative, Diagnostic Test

Methods: Five hundred and eleven eyes of 280 participants were enrolled in the study. Grading of DR from a
non-mydriatic digital fundus camera 45 degree versus a non-mydriatic 200 degree ultra-widefield scanning laser
ophthalmoscopy (Optos) by 2 independent, masked, retinal specialist graders by using ETDRS criteria. If the
results of 2 graders are different we rechecked together and make a conclusion. To compare DR grading from
2 fundus camera by using grading of DR from mydriatic ophthalmologic exam as a gold standard. Then subgroup
analysis for sight threatening condition (severe NPDR, PDR) compare grading from 2 fundus camera from
mydriatic ophthalmologic exam.

Results: Nonmydriatic digital fundus camera imaging compared with clinical examination had a sensitivity,
specificity and positive predictive value of 85.3%, 90.7% and 95.7% respectively (95% Cl 30.29-105.21, K=0.706),
19.8%,71.4% and 81% respectively (95% Cl 0.17-2.21, K=-0.030) for sight threatening condition (Severe NPDR,
PDR). Nonmydriatic Ultra-Widefield imaging compared with clinical examination had a sensitivity, specificity and
positive predictive value of 98.1%, 72% and 89.4% respectively (95% Cl 56.78-297.82, K=0.752), 59.3%, 14.3%
and 81.0% respectively (95% Cl 0.05-1.15, K=-0.156) for sight threatening condition (Severe NPDR, PDR).

Conclusions: This study demonstrates good agreement between nonmydriatic digital fundus camera imaging
and nonmydriatic Ultra-Widefield imaging compared with clinical examination in no DR, mild and moderate NPDR
but when subgroup analysis for sight threatening condition (Severe NPDR, PDR) demonstrates poor agreement.
Nonmydriatic Ultra-Widefield imaging could be used to assess referrals from DR screening to determine staging
of DR but cannot replace standard eye examination in sight threatening condition. Thai J Ophthalmo 2018;
July-December 32(2): 59-69.

Key words: Diabetic retinopathy screening, Scanning laser ophthalmoscopy, digital fundus camera

No Author has a financial or proprietary interest in material or method mentioned

Department of Ophthalmology Doembangnangbuat Hospital



60 Thai J Ophthalmol Vol. 32 No. 2 July-December 2018

Original Article/OWUSALQUU

ﬂqﬁlﬂ%ﬂﬂlﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂqiﬁiqﬂlﬂqﬁqquﬁuﬂﬂﬂigﬁ'\ﬂ
MIRYISHYNIN Nonmydriatic Fundus Camera
45 Degree, Nonmydriatic Ultra-WidefieldImaging
u,azm‘m‘nﬁl@l”aﬂﬂ’l‘ﬂjﬂﬂﬂﬁi’lﬂﬂﬂiﬂﬂﬁnquwmﬁ

WFFUITNIA SNAIDU, N.U.

unAnga:

@

o ¢ A = = Y] X 1% i aa a
InqUszasa: ialSeuliieunan1snTdansasumIuINIUsEamalaglindesdinen wadsavuinnm 45 aamuin
lalvgeainusn (Nonmydriatic Fundus Camera; KOWA), N&99818A WSS UULAWDIAWAL UINAN 200 aernadinliveney
11um1 (Ultra-Widefield imaging; OPTOS) ka&n130339038n1508181 A asdngunnduaznisn1snsaanlakalndifes

flun13nsIlReTNYLINNgINTIan
g‘iJLLUUﬂ’]S%{fEJ: Wuwuu Single-site, Prospective comparative, Diagnostic Test

Bn1533: AnwilugUhediuau 280 518 511 a1 1uaTIasiendeinaesaenImAIsaruInnn 45esatagliveny
11U, NABITBNNITZUURDTALNUVLIANIN 200 BeplnelUT83 U UAZNIIATIIMENISVEIBULA NS TN BUImE
miﬁi’ﬂLmemquLL‘iwadm’wLUW%W%Wammwé’mﬂméﬁﬁum Early Treatment of Diabetic Retinopathy Study
(ETDRS) Tnsmsudanaanngudneiniessenmazsulnednuunmdaesaundiniundssifiunasiudu deunalinsetu
wthinguasnnasiuiudnamdmniinanistenmieeiesimomiauiuiouiioulagldnseulne Snyuwnd
Junasinasgrudiienisnsasedildnalndifesiunsasalasinyunmdinniigauasinansdansouumuiu

Jauszammuunznguiiiloniageydenisueaiiugs (Severe NPDR, PDR)

HANISITY: NIATIRANTBAUIMNUTUIRMEIINGBsEenwRRRalnglsiveerinumldralhmaus iz e
MsvueNaUInSeuas 85.3, 90.7, 95.7 (95% Cl 30.29-105.21, K=0.706) audsuiiloiieuiugesendosssuuiawos
aunulaglivenadiunlarianuhaianudiniziazainisyinuienauiniesay 98.1, 72.0 uag 89.4 (95% Cl 56.78-
297.82, K=0.752) muddy levsnueniisuifisuiamenguiileniagaydonisusiiiugs (Severe NPDR, PDR) wuin
Tondesanannianalnelavenasinuai (KOWA) laaranudly anudumngiazansynuienauIniosay 98.1, 71.4 uay
81.0 (95% CI 0.17-2.21) muandiu warn1sidndesatennssuuiaesaunulaglivenstiuni (OPTOS) I manuliaag
FUNIELALANISYINUIERNATINSBBAY 59.3, 14.3 way 81.0 (95% Cl 0.05-1.15) MuasU ANANIEDAAADIUBIIEDA
\A309 U -0.030, -0.156 AuEey %awujﬂajﬁmmaamﬂﬁaﬁh”umsmfmimamimmaaj’mm‘lma%ﬂwwé

T3ONEMUIARNUINUINUIY TNTAFNTTUYT



MIUSHUTIBURNANITATINUIMIUTUIDUSZAMANAIITE18AIN Nonmydriatic Fundus Camera 45 Degree, 61
Nonmydriatic Ultra-Widefieldimaging 4agn15n319fen15veneaunlagdnwunmne

agU: naiFeuifleumsfansenuvmutusenlnelindesdnenimadsalag liveesnuem (KOWA) uazndosmenmzuy
wwesaunulagliveeium (OPTOS) nunlanalndifigaiunisnsramemslindesqanssmilagdnwunnd ualunsed
fluwmuiusemsreruusarszeriinududensoniinunf (Severe NPDR, PDR) wuiiliaenadosfumsnsiafe
Sryunndiamsiinimmatilnednyumdidesandussesiiinasonisuoadiu (Sight Threatening) warfinruiusu

Tun1ssne nwavans 2018; NINYIAN-5UAN 32(2): 59-69.

ANAARY: ANNTOIUIMIIUTUIBUTZAINAN, NABIAILAIMNATAAVUINNIN 45 BerTinlaivenssiium, NAeIaIenINTEUY

LRI ALNY YWIANTN 200 B9A1IRA L1V

2

o

Hinusiaunludanungtemsenasylovilag dundnsaeilanariosdedusuised

o
UNUI
AmzmUILIeUsTaa L duawnd Ay ivinli
HUaemvendausadesiuld dwiuanugnueiniey

]

WIMINUTUIBANULS Sevar 15.57-42.6° Lagnudnsa

2% A15AANTBIUININUTUIBUSEA M

NIAVBA 08AY
mleluszoyFuusnidudedifgidosnngvagoradslus
a1 Inendaudinandussessuuswdineay Fathunns
avaafnnsesuIutweenduszey 4 sadinnsusadiu
syiumNTUUsITigndesazyin A salinssnwae
ﬁmasmemsﬁuaamlﬁdauﬁ%Lﬁ@miqﬁgﬁammamﬁu
2NN15AN©YI The Early Treatment Diabetic Retinapathy
Study (ETDRS) wuinnisasaafinnsesegnsioiiiosas il
2101503V IATIUYINNT agavausaannIsgydenis
woaiulusziuliunanaldussanaesanis (Moderate
Visual Loss by 50%) aghdlsinnuaniunisallsaiuiniiu
funltufutuedweiio auiudiumuuya
seaudlul wa. 2558 o mmhlanisiuou 415
Suaunazasiintudu 642 ruaulul we. 2583 dmsy
Uszinalng 1nn1sdrsguaindssvivulnesiy 159
Fululnensnsrasamensait 5 wuind w.e. 2557 o
AUl 4.8 d1uau guiul we. 2552 Falules
3.3 a1UAU mm‘i’]muéjﬂwLUﬂwawuﬁLﬁmﬁuﬁﬂﬁé]’aaﬁ
nsfinnseumuintuuAile e nduauaaufdny
fuitsswosiliguaglaldsunisdnnsesetwioes ns

n3rafnNnsadlagdnuunmgaAainsveesumBedly

L’JaﬂumﬁmwmﬂﬁﬁuLLaz;:Jﬂ'whjamwmﬁﬁ“umlﬁluiuﬁ?u
nsfiflszezianseroglunsnsadintu fuigliaunm
3UNIATIIRIEAULEY Sedwwaliuinnisniadansesd
athianeld nnsdnnsesdonisanemdusinggiui
gousuiuhlandstinmmianiilunisdansesiinewmu
FureUszammnsiadesilonsiafansesfinazylsan
AMszULazlsEndaailun1snsIaLANISHSIIRILNA D

aannlagliveneiiumnddivedninluEasnmanelids

& =

1NABNTEIN NTTINAYULALTUIUAVUIALAN Tadana

aa v

T ndediauninanas™ MsaienInamenaeIRIfaby
Haqtudafidynidesanutavesnimaindediinizes
FonszanuagnzanmituLanstnen mIfnLA 45 pan
voseUszamaiiiy lullagtuiimsdiedendasdas
amiuuawesawnudsideffeantediinluFesfensan
anwnsndenwlddaautusazamaieilldyuniiduds

200 83 Feilszlevianunsanasunguseslsaiilailsog
ATINANUDIIUTTAMAT 11NA1TANWIVOS Price LDet al
wag Silva PS et al”®*® wua1 Uszanad 10-15% 19901591523
ANNTBUUIMINUNUTRELIABEATITEUUDNIAEATINATY
seUsvamaUnd nsAneiawiiniseuiiisunis
ANNTBIMYIDOILAINAIYNABIE1EANAIRATUINATN 45
aamlaglivenadun A esaIEA WIT UL AwNY
N 200 asAlaglivggaitunn (Ultra-Widefield
imaging; OPTOS) kA¥N13MTIANIENTVE LA UALALINY

4
LN



62 255047579A Sndau

o ¢ aw
?ﬂQUﬁZﬁ\‘iﬂ‘U@\?ﬂqi’ﬁlﬂ

1. edsuiisunanisnsadnnseaumuty
UszavmlaglinanianennAIRaVUIANIN 45 BIF
Tnglslvenesinusi (Nonmydriatic Fundus Camera; KOWA),
NASIAIUAINTEUULAWOSALAUTUIANIN 200 B3A1LAY
lalvgeinunn (Ultra-Widefieldimaging; OPTOS) way
N13ATIVNILNITVENLIUALALINYUNNEY

2. ieniinsnsradildualndfesiunisnsialag
Fnyunndanniign

3. iielUSouiBunanIsANS0IL UL UTE
Uszanmaduuniamenguiilenagyidonisusaiiugy
(Severe NPDR, PDR)

2/AUUNITIVY

sUsuuN3deLduuuu Diagnostic Test Aatlueu

FWoldmssauiifidnvasfirvuardngUszasdianis

afinwauAIre93sN1IATIaen1sIdedelsa Loy

Ao

Wisuifgunatunsnaiitedunnsguiiaian (Gold
Standard) n1suauenaluzUvesnuly (Sensitivity)
Awdue (Specificity) Amsviunelemadigiheazdu
Tsaviseliiilu (Predictive Value) lngleritumnuniiureuy
NANNTTUNTATETTIUIUNTUTTYUVDIALNTTUNIT
UImsTsmenuiadiuunauenny sl 6/2559 ietud
9 diguiey 2559

nausegaduithomueded 2 Adhannsie
W utureyszainalulsameuiaiuuannauas
FENIURABUAMIAL WA, 2559 3 IHoUNUATUS w.A.
2560491U7u 280 518 511 1
Wnagin1sAadINIsAnE

1. umusied 2 Adhanesauimuduae
Uszampiedlulssmealosasignasiiannsiandsan
N3AANTY

2. BugauTINNSANY
NaUTINISANDDN

1. flsamsandszammiidusmiuviuiume

Uszannen Wi dudeniminiandiu ldudenuwnsiinigasnu

Vol. 32 No. 2 July-December 2018

Tsraendenitaninsndunonynanssaius (Retinitis Pig-
mentosa; RP)

2, ;QJ‘L'J';EJme’]w’ﬁmaﬂszmwmﬁmums%’ﬂmm
wddeTRaesuazdagndntiun

3. fheyumuay Sadesionsiindofiudundu
1NNV IUIUAN

4. giheuwievetesiium

Fuaniilssumsdndondnsunisennauarldiunis
osuniAIfuIT LT IReUsra AN uartumeun s Ide
warUslomifiagldsunoudngise wdsntumngiae
fuenindnide fuasarlasuluuseniioaseiiode
uazifudoyaiugiuty wa o1y wdmniuFadiiunig
ATIVINTLAVALATIANUAUR AT ATITNATIEIA UM
AUrgaglasunisateeyszamanlaglivenesiiunieiey
ndeadienmAifavuIanIn 45 ssade KOWA lag
amdidneduszdoniudumiiuesaon tiszamauay
wsunm udanfunisueliluneufinmes udwintu
soilunan 10 il udnhgthenaenmimendasaienn
sTuLawesaLNuBve OPTOS udufunwlilunewinines
T,mﬂﬂﬂwﬁmammﬂé’mdwaﬂwwﬁu’qaaaa&m%gﬂu"ﬂma'm
mevdmdanntuhaulfidwemsaiievssiiudom
drumlafiyuasaunouluveieiiuniszveeiung
fthede 19 Mydriacyl wikmeemn 5 witia 2 419 S1unu
3 adsginhumusisudrdsndusmuinuunng analag
NABn533m1 (Slit Lamp Examination) wagldiaudyuringa
Y8184 (90-Diopter Lens) WaydUuNAINNTULIIYO
WU IRe sz InEnInuTiUes Early Treat-
ment of Diabetic Retinopathy Study (ETDRS) lagn15a1u
amanndesinenimisanssinagiitnyunmdiiniseiy
2 AULNAUB UM IHANLUS B UL U

aman1seulunsaiuazihungswuiulriuazanas
ity uaznanseuTesT 3 stnaniUSeudisuTngld
HAN13ATIRENITVEB U e dnwunmdidy Gold
Standard nmimelédinisliiedesdiefe ndesdennAisa
UM 45 B3FNBTie KOWA anuaziden 8 ddiniea

Tngn otz uludiundsvessani rusyainen



NMSWTBUTIBUNANIIATINUIMIUTUIDUTZAMAEIB018AIW Nonmydriatic Fundus Camera 45 Degree,

Nonmydriatic Ultra-Widefieldimaging 4agn15n319fen15veneaunlagdnwunmne

LaEATUNIN KAZNABIAIUAINTEUULAWDSARNUEND

OPTOS 3u DAYTONA (P200T) 9u1nn nwlagia 200 9461

dannldlunsive

mu%’aﬁﬁ SPSS (Statistical Package for the Social
Sciences) Version 11.5 Lﬁamﬁmiwﬁ%’a;&amdaﬁa
WasusussRuUImNUTuIeUsTaMANSEMINenTsane
sendonns 2 vin Taglivenedunrindinnulndifestu
n1snsialaenisvengdtunlasdnwunng lagldada
la-auAas (Chi-Square Test) A1ANADAAGDY (Kappa
Statistic) 1 Odd Ratio wazA¥sAudiesiu (Confidence
Interval:Cl) wuenIshlanaldnIuuuInIswes Landis
and Koch" (ETDRS report 10:0.0-0.2= slight agreement;
0.21-0.40= fair agreement; 0.41-0.60=moderate agree-
ment; 0.61-0.80=substantial agreement; and 0.81-1.00=
almost perfect agreement) duadilaiananse erading 1
waznansnTIvliasuita 3 33 lumuideigndaoenluan
ASEUINTITNR LNt LI Sensitivity,
Specificity, Positive Predictive Value, Negative Predictive
Value,Disease Prevalence wag Accuracy lagiin1siusau
gUTEIINg

1. ndesanunWAIRATUIANN 45 pedlagliveny
1171un1 (Nonmydriatic Fundus Camera; KOWA) 1agnns
MTIANENTVENEUTUANAEINBUNNE

2. NABIRILAINIEUULALDSALNUIUIANIN 200
ovrlagliageiium (Ultra-Widefield imaging) Way
N5ATIIMEM VLU laeTnYLNNE

3. Subgroup analysis Sight threatening condition
(Severe NPDR, PDR) wSgULfIguseninanIsaIenienasd
W1 2 98l Tnelslveneshumiunsnsaalagnnsvenesium

lnednwunme

' v
a o (7

Taedayantiru1dvenanuafndusiurunilyle

Y

gl

NaN15798

AUaeianun 317 aw (607 #1) ddlvegilunands

Yovay 68.2 flonginds 583 U ilevihnsAmeentunsdl
adieliidn (aieenulunsdlvesmsasiauuulafang)
waznan1snalinsuie 3 33 Seiliiinadianansatn
AATeiUTeuiguIIuIl 280 AU (511 A1) NaNISANET
WUIINITATIVANTALAINAIYNADIAUAINAIAA LAY
lsivgnesiumimu No DR inngeaniosay 37.0 d3un1snsia
AUNNTINENINIDUILANNIAIYNABINNLNINTEUULALDS
aunulnglslveneshummuiiumnuiuseyszamanseu
1una1s (Moderate NPDR) 1nngdaniosay 61.5 Lagnu
52U PDR Wngegnsosas 4.9 dumnsagiismenis
Y3 unlagIN YNNI Severe NPDR 1110gean
Soraz 13.3 Liiudnsnsagtiesiensveneinun g
INYUNNTRALAIUNITANLAINIBUTEAIMANAILNA B0
Anszuulawesaunulagliveneiiunnsiany Severe
NPDR uay PDR (Sight-Threatening DR) @u150a52anulel
TusgaulndlAeaiudIUNITNTINAILNITANUATNAIENA D
dranmpasalaglivensiunasanulaluseduiinga
Fap5799i 1
dernanisasadinnsesumuiuaeUszamen
fendesatennaIfalagliveietiuni (KOWA) wWisu
Wisuiunmsnmafensveeiunlaednyunmddedni
\Ju Gold Standard FMUNLRNITHANITATITAANTB
wvutuseUssamanidusiin Severe NPDR, PDR wu
31 fnavanaseiu (hdesguiliumuiuaeyszaman)
110U 17 a1 Anludeway 17.0 uarinaaunseiu 10 a
(ndeseuUn®) Andusesay 10.0 WUIWANINTIVFANTDS
WwIuAuReUsEamAdndaenmARTalnglslvene

1 LYY [%

dnuslufinnuduiusiunisnsianignisvengdunilag
Fnyunndografifodrdymisadffiszdu 0.05 (p-value
~0.467) Ha5197 2
yenanidletinanisnsiafanseauimuiuae
Uszamaaignassanennsruulawesaunulaelivens
1ue Wi UMEURuNSATIImENsueeiualaedny
wnnd Fa3n318u Gold Standard SUUNEIIZKANIINTID
fansesuuTuIeUsTamanusERU Severe NPDR,

PDR #UNEKNAUINATINU (NAD98 Ui inuduasusyam

63



64 35507579A Sndau

A15197 1 HANIATIATEAUUIMIUALIBUSEAMAT Iuunaisnisesinlasdanmlidauasdoyailinsy

919 3 N15M5I908N

Vol. 32 No. 2 July-December 2018

W mqq‘fﬂﬂﬁ'nquwm; KOWA OPTOS
WNSA (n=511) (n=511) (n=511)
No DR 150(29.4) 189(37.0) 115(22.5)
Mild NPDR 27(5.3) 13(2.5) 18(3.5)
Moderate NPDR 246(48.1) 288(56.4) 314(61.5)
Severe NPDR 68(13.3) 10(2.0) 39(7.6)
PDR 20(3.9) 11(2.1) 25(4.9)
EREY 511(100.0) 511(100.0) 511(100.0)

A15199 2 LWUSHUWIIUNANISATIIAANTBLUIMINUTUIBUTEAINANAIENFBIa18NAIRa LA L8181 UAIAUAITNTIIR Y

nsveEitulagdnywnmg Weadwunianie Severe NPDR, PDR (n=100)

a = v ' o -
HAMIATINAANTINNUNUTUDSZEM MIATINAEM IV NTUATLALANEUNNE EREY
AIAIENRRINNENINAARALAENVENENIUAT  Severe NPDR +PDR Mild+Moderate NPDR
Severe NPDR +PDR 17 4 21
Mild+Moderate NPDR 69 10 79
EREY 86 14 100

X2: 0.56, df= 1, p-value = 0.467, Kappa=-0.030
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éﬁmwamﬂ%m (Kappa Statistic) 0.706
95% Confidence Interval; Cl 30.29 - 105.21

98.1%
72.0%

89.4%

93.9%

70.6%

90.4%

0.752
56.78 — 297.82

NA13199 4 NUIINITASITIALUIUTUDE
Usgamanalgndesanenmsyuuawesauny tnelivens
shumfiaalls (Sensitivity) Aednaruvessauanfiiduass
dmdunmzdy 9 (W é’ma'ausuaamam’mmkmhﬁﬁﬂa&J
939) Soway 98.1 Ejﬂﬂ’j’]ﬂ’]iﬁli’lﬁﬂiﬂLUWWJ”IU%UR)E]U"]%H’W]
asendasgenniasalagldvenediunddaniiala

$98as 85.3 WANIATINUTILNUIN N15HTIAVSAUININY

aa v

Furouszamandiendesinenmnadalneldvenetiium
fienanud g (Specificity) Aedndruvossaauiiiuads
dmsuametu 9 (Pu dndiuvesnisnsialinulsalugi
laivae) Sowaz 90.7 %dLﬂuﬁﬂﬁgmiwmimaﬂmLmvmu
FuseUsvamen Frendesdheamszuuiawesauny ne
Tilvenedumdiiananusisng (Specificity) Seeaz 72.0
widlodamsimaanuudusilunsdansedlsaumu
Juvam(Accuracy) nuiiraudnags Aodosar 90.4 waven
AMUADAARDY (Kappa Statistic) AU 0.752 u@naua
fimuannaodd (AadR Kappa 0.61-0.80; Landis & Koch,
1977)" wazdiednszimeanuuduglunisdansaslse

LUIMIIUTURRAN (Accuracy) PIENABIENENITNAIRA LAY

Laiwenesinum wuiinuusiudideudiegadsliisnmin
NADIENEANITUUIAWOSALNUNNNLN ADTDuay 86.9 Lag
AIMUEDAARDY (Kappa Statistic) M1AU 0.706 Langin
HallANUEDAAGB I

dleduunawsnanisnsrawuindu Severe NPDR,
PDR 910915797 5 wuimsasislsaummuduanyszam
alaglinasItnsN NTEUUAWD SALAUTWINAIN 200 B9FN
viimlaiveeiiuni (OPTOS) fimnula (Sensitivity) fie
Fadruvemauiniiiussedmiunnizi 9 (Wu dndu
yosnsmsranulsaludiivaesde) fevay 59.3 gendinis
aselsaumuiusedsvamalngldndesdranminasa
YUNATN 45 emialiivensinun (KOWA) Fadaran
Tufigsiosay 19.8 UAlUNATIAUTINNUININITATITLSA
wmnuiuseUszamailagldndesdienmaasavunn
A 45 a3ein laldvgnstiun (KOWA) daanudiniy
(Specificity) fedndruvesmaauiiiuasdmiunyii 9
(Wudndruesnsnsralinulsalugitlsivog) fevay 71.4
%aL?;Jumﬁgqﬂ:hmamw‘lmmemsﬁmaﬂszmwmima

THNa0Ia18ANTLUULDWBIALNUVUINAIN 200 DIANTUA



66 255043579A SndaU

Vol. 32 No. 2 July-December 2018

A15199 5 LWUSeuiguran1sma1anth Anuwtug AU INg 989.A30958LUNNTATIALSAUNILTURBUSEANANALE

NRBIANENINAITALAE llvengiIURLAaT N BIEANSTUURWRSAWNY InglivgatnunileltnsngIn8nIs
veeiunlaednwunmedu Gold Standard Wed uunianiznan1sngav Severe NPDR, PDR (n=100)

- ¢ - a
wamsAsTIzwAaLTaU R UM
» .

MFATIAAILMTVENLNTURAN

=
HAMIATALTALLIUNUTY
- - 0
9UszammAIAIENABINBNIN

o
NAMIATIALTALLIMIIUTUSBLTTEINAN
w » . . .
AEnaaIeMWsEULRITasaumilaaluuens

Tnedmgunne Aanalngluaenasnum 3um (OPTOS)
(KOWA)

aanla (Sensitivity) 19.8% 59.3%

ﬂ"]mw«i"nw*]:(Specificity) 71.4% 14.3%

AMNIYMNERALAN

(Positive Predictive Value) 81.0% 81.0%

ANMSTIUHARL

(Negative Predictive Value) 12.7% 5.4%

ﬂ'anmmmﬁﬁﬁn']']“tmwnu

%mﬂﬂjﬁ“ﬂ'mm{&seasp Prevalence) 86.0% 86.0%

AL lumsAanseslsALNmIN

%u@ﬂﬁﬂ(/—\ccur‘acy) 27% 53%

mmwmmam (Kappa Statistic) -0.030 -0.156

95% Confidence Interval; Cl 0.17-2.21 0.05-1.15

Tsivgnetnum (OPTOS) fifiAnAusinig (Specificity)
Sovay 14.3 uidlednszvimaianuusiugilunisdanses
TsArummnuiueen (Accuracy) wuimsmsialsaumy
FuseUszammlnglindossnonmsyuuiaweSaunuIue
AN 200 eervialivenssiiual (OPTOS) fAuiiugn
gend nnsesaalsAUITUTuseUsTamanlaglindosdne
ANAINAVUINAIN 45 eerrviialiveteiiunn (KOWA)
(Wisuilguseningiesas 53.0 uagsovag 27.0 AUERU)
Wwiimuinnisesaalsaumutusedsramanlegldngdas
fenEassTULTvuanLEenAdaLE (Poor) (FAad

Kappa <0.00; Landis & Koch, 1977)"

150d
nMsfnuisarhuitessuiieumsasaumy
Furemlaegdsdnnses 3 odn aNnsEedendesTEUY
wesaunulaglivgigniunaiemendosnngn naIna
Ingliveneaiumuazsmsnsialaednyunmedlaglinisnsin

Yenaauminednwunmdiluinnsgu uaziiiegisn1snsa

lvinalndifssdnyunndanniign :1nnsAnwIves Man-
junathet al® [@@nwnnsasiumnuiueUsamalng
Tindosszuuawesaunulaglivensdiumnuiininiuly
oAy 73.0 AU INESeEas 96.0 daunsAnwiny
3NNIASIFANTOIUIMINLUTUIBA NS EULIAEDS
aunulpgluvenesitualamianulirianudwisuazan
AMSYUIERAUINSeYAY 98.1, 72.0 Way 89.4 (95%C| 56.78-
297.82) muddu lewflsutiugiemendasdienniasa
TagldvggdrumlaniniulininnudiniziarAinig
MulenauIndevag 85.3, 90.7 uag 95.7 (95% CI 30.29-
105.21) muddu fausiinnnsnsaaadienmaisannia
apaadosdimnuduiusnsainesdidud Ay faguaa
Windnnsldndesszvuawesaunulagliveigsinuaiilen
mml’gﬁqmdﬂ Fanseendesszuuiawesaunulagliiveny
shumazannsaiunwluguniiedis 200 sseluvased
liiudlgnassananmadsalagluvengsuailaninlu
yunfradies 45 ssmmuindifiienguniefinuseslse

WRNEUShTEULENTBIIR g aFa linuseslsAUS M



NMSWTBUTIBUNANIIATINUIMIUTUIDUTZAMAEIB018AIW Nonmydriatic Fundus Camera 45 Degree,

Nonmydriatic Ultra-Widefieldimaging 4agn15n319fen15veneaunlagdnwunmne

n3anaedslauaenguiliiuandaerlildananlad
11NN IINAITANYIVOS Price LDet al wag Silva PS
et al”® ladnwimuinuseanad 10-15% asianuseslsa
YaAUIMMUTLUsTAmMAUS naEusouLeniagliiny
soelsAUSINNaNsIaUsEamMAT TinUINndosdienn
yUULAWBSALNY UM 200 oeradalugigtinum
(OPTOS) fimruusiugnlunisinnseddsaunmiuiusen
(Accuracy) gandrAauusiugilunisAnnsedsaumvau
Fuaemn (Accuracy) (Wisuifleuteras 91.4 fu 86.9 A
a16u) IﬂEJﬁ’]iJ”IiﬂLLEJﬂ'ﬁ%%’j’]\‘iéﬂ’sSﬁﬁLU’M’J’m‘ﬁuf\]aﬁl’lﬁ’U
fuaeilifiumnuiusenilddniinisdenmdiendos
Tnglirgedrunnudgmidesnndelidalasianiy
Fonszan umEnas Sedesalinimaneiinauninanas’
AMNNSANI1VDS Scanlon PH et al® wunliaunsaenu
amldlaeiade 20% 9nnsaienIndmendesiadalag
Livegnedus 9nnsenwinuItEnsaien ez
303 KOWA srunmlaild 92 w1 (15.2%) @ OPTOS
28 9 (4.6%) \ilethueretnumasaladnyunng wu
Frerunmlaild 5 a1 (0.8%) il nidensyanunaziiu
JnseenmeLA3es OPTOS (SLO) andildaudanid
waranunsnannansznuBesdonszandadutamiiddy
yosUszmalnglanniinsaneserses KOWA Msfnnses
wnutueenlaglindeshenmiasalnglivenesinum
(KOWA) wazndssangainssuuiawasawnulaglivens
1um (OPTOS) wudnudsfiine azmnsiags annse
NUKAEITETIATEARYYRR U Yl UleuIniu
annsadidsuinsliinniy (Huisiduafashanily
nsdnnsaaumuiusem Instawgluiiuiivhslnan
Lﬁﬁr:yt,ﬁ'aLU%&JULﬂ&mﬁuﬁﬂ%ﬁhmaaé’ﬂaﬂumiﬁaqLaumﬂ

wlsmgruaiiensIaiudnyunng >

nsoau1Ialy
aralulsmenuiaifiedansesneunudnyummdldifioan
szezAnsensy witymusaaies OPTOS luusemelne
Aofisengadaililiaunsafiniedlsvnlsmenuia aud
g1enndedlasun1sindunfzaiennlad wagns
indoudhendesildliiazmnuineios KOWA nisiazti

Tunsadnnsasuanan unIvinlaliasaInineIas KOWA

idlethwanisnsradansesumuiyeUsEamen
Fuunanznguiilemagapdonisuestiugs (Severe
NPDR, PDR) wu31n15Mndasatan1nndsalngliveis
1d1um (KOWA) Taarannuls Anudimizuagainisiiune
NauInNsesay 19.8, 71.4 way 81.0 (95% Cl 0.17-2.21)
AIUAIAULATNIT N DIBEANIEUULADS aLNUlAY
lalwgnesitum (OPTOS) laaranulimnusiwizuasAng
MueauInSesay 59.3, 14.3 wag 81.0 (95% CI 0.05-
1.15) snudndiu seinuindessenmssuuiawe Sauny
NN 200 sealagludvenstiusn (OPTOS) finw
wiuglunsdnnsedlsaummuiugen (Accuracy) gany
Anruuguglumsdanseslsauinuiuaen (Accu-
racy) (W3suiilgusesay 53.0 AU 27.0 Aua19u) lae
mmsmwm@’ﬂwﬁﬁmamsmnﬁ’mmaummmsﬁma
Uszawmaduwsiia Severe NPDR, PDR la@nin wsoeals
AmuAANUADnARDID M IEBLARE AN -0.030, -0.156
muadiu Falilaenndostunmsasialaenisveesiunlag
Frgunng wduiedosmmndesiniliannindeie
VLmuLLﬂ"UaﬂﬂﬁUizLﬁuﬂﬁﬁMEuLLiﬂ“UaﬂiﬂLU’]%’J’]U%‘HQ@
Uszamauazainuiusaulunisine souiiensae
AnNsoIREndosaanInaslssamalaglivenguiun
wdmuiduin Severe NPDR, PDR A23d905299787¢
nsveneiunlagdnwunmdsoll

TsarumuiuseUsvaman Wunsunsndeud
drdgyludsiuminu JeaslianudAglunisdanses

[

lsawmuiuvessamalinsaunqy en153tady

a

warsnudausisy Lﬁaf\]zammsqz:yLﬁaawmuazqzy,mﬂ
A EAnesile feduiedosslefifiaaily Amuiugn
Anudnefiannsonenseraihefifumuiuren
ﬁ’urgﬂwﬁlu'ﬁL‘Uwwmuﬁua}amlﬁawmﬁmiﬁﬂﬂiaa
wnuiusenlaglindssdrsnmssuuiawesaunulag
lalvgneainum (OPTOS) dnadninnsldndesanennadsa
Tngldvgnesiumn (KOWA) aansadranldiduuuanisdu
nsms19iladediasiuimutureUssamaniignas

A533NYIULTINEIUIAANUIUNIUIY JarTnansTaiys

67



68 255047579A Sndau

AnAnssuUTENA
YOUDUAN AT. §3051 Haia Unlasgiuleuieuas
wHUgINISTLAY SIMSUNTIATIERYeYaN19aiA

YOUDUAN ©1913E NeY. 513NUA adsenNa 8139158

q

U389101A3919NEINGT AMSULNNAIEATITINGIUIA
FFUR EMTUNITBIUANAIYIINNADIAUAINTEUY
e TaLNUUIAN M 200 BeAlaglaivenesinun (OPTOS)
wagnaesaen nAdfalngliveeun (KOWA)
LazvevouAMId MU Ursuenunundnylsy
NYIVARANUNUVIINNNIUN S mTunsinAnsIaLay

ANSOLAIN

LONAN81989

1. Sompopsakul A, Euayaraporn Y, Sukchan P, Hajayam P, Jas-
sanini P, Tangnapadol K, et el. Prevalence and risk factors of
diabetic retinopathy among registered diabetic patient in
Songkhla general hospital. Journal of the NarathiwatRajanagar
University 2012;4(3):29-43.

2. Tuttagorn A. Prevalence of diabetic retinopathy in Health
center 41 Bangkok. Journal of public health 2014;44(2):
124-32.

3. Kitdownrung O, Kajittanon C, Yeekian C. Prevalence and risk
factors of diabetic retinopathy in diabetic patientsin Queen
SawangWattana memorial hospital. Thammasat Thai journal
of ophthalmology 2011;6(2):17-24.

4. Mitwongsa G. Incidence of diabetic retinopathy in Mukdahan
province. The medical research Mukdahanhospital 2012
(available from:URL:http://www.mukhos.go.th/site/?name=r
esearch&file=readresearch&id=6).

5. Worratacha K. Metabolic factors affecting diabetic retinopathy
of type 2 diabetic patients In PhetchabunHospital. Journal of
Health Systems Research and Development 2012;5(1):10-23.

6. Chetthakul T, Deerochanawong C, Suwanwalaikorn S, Kosac-
hunhanun N, Ngarmukos C, Rawdaree P, et al. Thailand
diabetes registry project prevalence of diabetic retinopathy
and associated factors in type 2 diabetes mellitus. Journal of
the medical association of Thailand 2006,89(1):527-536.

7. Sukumalpaiboon R. Diabetic retinopathy in Sawanpracharak

hospital. Sawanpracharak medical journal 2008;5(1):813-21.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Vol. 32 No. 2 July-December 2018

Jindaluang Y. Risk factors for diabetic retinopathy in diabetic
patients, Tak municipal areaBuddhachinaraj medical journal
2009;26(1):53-61.

EiamudomsukA, Eiamudomsuk K. Prevalence and related
factors of diabetic retinopathy in type 2 diabetic patients at
Raj PrachaSamasai Institute. Journal of the Thai society for
preventive medicine 2014;4(2):109-17.

National Health Security Office. Manual of national health
security fund management, fiscal year 2011, Volume 4.
Nitiyanant W, ChandraprasertS, Puavilai G, Tandhanand S. A
survey study on diabetes management inThailand. J Asean
Federation EndocrSoc 2001;19:35-41.

ETDRS(1985) Photocoagulation for diabetic macular edema.
Early treatment diabetic retinopathy study report number
1.Early Treatment Diabetic Retinopathy Study research group.
Arch Ophthalmol 103:1796-806.
Usziouanssaussiiuummulan U 2561 naulsalidaste diin
Lsnldfinsia nsumuAulsa (availablefrom:URL:http://www.
thaincd.com/document/docs_upload/WorldDiabetesday61.
pdf)

Tanterdtham J, Singalavanija A, Namatra C, Trinavarat A,
Rodanant N, Bamroongsuk P, et al. Nonmydriatic digital retinal
images for determining diabetic retinopathy. Journal of the
Medical Association of Thailand 2007;90(3):508-12.

Price LD, AuS, Chong NV. Optomapultrawide field imaging
identifies additional retinal abnormalities in patients with
diabetic retinopathy. Clinical Ophthalmology 2015;9:527-31
Silva PS, Cavallerano JD, Haddad NM, Kwak H, Dyer KH,
Omar AF, et al. Peripheral lesions identified on ultrawide field
imaging predict increased risk of diabetic retinopathy progres-
sion over 4 years. Ophthalmology 2015;122:949-56.

Silva PS, Cavallerano JD, Sun JK, Soliman AZ, Aiello LM,
Aiello LP. Peripheral lesions identified bymydriaticultrawide
field imaging: Distribution and potential impact on diabetic
retinopathy severity. Ophthalmology 2013;120:2587-95.
Silva PS, Cavallerano JD, Sun JK, Noble J, Aiello LM, Aiello LP.
Nonmydriaticultrawide field retinal imaging compared with
dilated standard 7- field 35-mm photography and retinal
specialist examination for evaluation of diabetic retinopathy.
American Journal Of Ophthalmology 2012;154(3)549-60.
Landis R, Koch G. The Measurement of Observer Agreement
for Categorical Data. Biometrics 1977;33(1):159-74.



20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

21.

NMSWTBUTIBUNANIIATINUIMIUTUIDUTZAMAEIB018AIW Nonmydriatic Fundus Camera 45 Degree,

Nonmydriatic Ultra-Widefieldimaging 4agn15n319fen15veneaunlagdnwunmne

Manjunath V, Papastavrou V, Steel DHW, MenonG, Taylor R.
Wide-field imaging and OCT vs clinical evaluation of patients
referred from diabetic retinopathy screening. EYE 2015;29:
416-23.

Ahmed J, Ward TP, Bursell SE, Aiello LM, Cavallerano JD,
Vigersky RA. The Sensitivity and specificity of non-mydriatic
digital stereoscopic retinal imaging in detecting diabetic
retinopathy. Diabetic Care 2006; 29:2205-9.

Scanlon PH, Foy C, Malhotra R, Aldington SJ . The influence
of age,duration of diabetes,cataract, and pupil size on image
quality in digital photographic retinal screening. Diabetes care
2005; 28:2448-53.

Suansilpong A, Rawdaree P. Accuracy of single-field nonmyd-
riatic digital fundus image in screening for diabetic retinopathy.
Journal of the Medical Association of Thailand 2008; 91(9):
1397-403.

Suansilpong A,RawdareeP. Comparison between single-field
nonmydriatic digital fundus image and g¢old standard for
diabetic retinopathy screening.Vajira medical journal 2008;
52(2):83-91.

Marcus DM, Brooks SE, Ulrich LD, Bassi FH, Laird M, Johnson
M, et al. Telemedicine diagnosis of eye disorders by direct
ophthalmoscopy. Ophthalmology 1998;105(10):1907-14.
Herbert HM, Jordan K, Flanagan DW. Is screening with digital
imaging using one retinal view adequate? Eye(Lond) 2003;
17(4):497-500.

Levy J, Lifshitz T, Goldfarb D, Knyazer B, Belfair N. Screening
for diabetic retinopathy with a mobile non-mydriatic digital
fundus camera in southern Israel. The Israel Medical Associa-
tion journal 2011;13(3):137-40.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

Wilkinson CP, Ferris FL, Klein RE, Lee PP, Agardh CD, Davis M,
et al. Proposed international clinical diabetic retinopathy and
diabetic macular edema disease severity scales. Ophthalmo-
logy 2003;110(9):1677-82.

Wilson PJ, Ellis JD, Macewen CJ, Ellingford A, Talbot J, Leese
GP. Screening for diabetic retinopathy: A comparison trial of
photography and scanning laser ophthalmology. Ophthalmo-
logica 2010;224:251-7.

Kent M, Hadil,Pinter F, Seidensticker F, HirneissC,Haritoglou C,
et al. Assessment of diabetic retinopathy using nonmydriatic
ultra-widefield scanning laser ophthalmoscopy(optomap)
compared with ETDRS 7-field stereo photography. Diabetes
Care 2012;35:2459-63.

Norgaard MF, Grauslund J. Automated screening for diabetic
retinopathy - A systematic Review. Ophthalmic Research 2018;
60(1):9-17.

Sallam A, Scanlon PH, Stratton IM, Jonest V, Martin CN, Brelen
M, et al. Agreement and reasons for disagreement between
photographic and hospital biomicroscopy grading of diabetic
retinopathy. Diabetic Medicine 2011;28:741-6.

Neubauer AS, Kernt M, Haritoglou C, Priglinger SG, Kampik A,
Ulbig MW. Nonmydriatric screening for diabetic retinopathy
by ultra-widefield scanning laser ophthalmology(Optomap).
Graefes Arch ClinExpOphthalmol 2008;246:229-35.

Taylor R, Lovelock L, Tunbridge WM, Alberti KG, Brackenridge
RG, Stephenson P, et al. Comparison of non-mydriatic retinal
photography with ophthalmoscopy in 2159 patients: mobile
retinal camera study. BMJ 1990;301(1):1243-7.

69



