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Figure 1. Severity uf halo (top). starbursts (centerl. and glare 
(bottoml. *p < .05: **p < .01: ***p < .001. 

A total of 113 patients (age range, 
50-85 years) who underwent cataract
surgery were enrolled in the study. The
range of intermediate vergence (P < .05)
and distance-corrected intermediate
visual acuity (P::; .001) were significantly
better with the LENTIS Comfort LS-313
MF15 and the T ecnis Symfony IOLs
compared with the monofocal LENTIS
Comfort. The two presbyopia-correcting
IOLs also provided higher VF-14 (P < .05)
and visual quality self-evaluation (P < .05)
seores. There was no difference in score
between these two IOLs, however (Table).

The total wavefront aberrations were 
lowest and the MTF the highest with the 
EDOF IOLs, but the QoV score was the 
lowest, especially for the severity of halos 
(P < .01) and starbursts (P < .05) (Figure 1). 
The investigators concluded that, in their 
study, both the Symfony and LENTIS 
Comfort LS-313 MF15 provided excellent 
and stable distance and intermediate visual 
acuity, good subjective visual function, 
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Figure 2. Contrast sensitivities with (left) and without (right) glare under mesopic conditions 3 months alter IOL implantation. 

TABLE. SUBIECTIVE EVALUATION BY OUESTIONNAIRES 3 MONTHS AFTER IOL IMPLANTATION 

Parameter L-313 LS-313 MF15 ZXROO Comparison PValue 

VF-14 score > 90 (%) 48.9 78.7 61.7 .012* 
LSvs L-313 .005* 
ZXROO vs L-313 .3 
LS vs ZXROO .114 

Visual quality 
selt-evaluation (mean ± SDl 
Day score 8.68 ± 1.03 8.98 ± 1.26 9.19±1.25 .029* 

LS vs L-313 .220 
ZXROO vs L-313 .028* 
LS vs ZXROO 1 

Night score 8.36 ± 1.16 8.90 ± 1.37 8.66 ± 1.43 .027* 
LS vs L-313 .023* 
ZXROO vs L-313 .318 
LS vs ZXROO .877 

OoV score (mean ± SO) 1.83 ± 3.03 3.98 ± 6.99 5.66 ± 6.06 o 

LS vs L-313 .81 
ZXROO vs L-313 .01* 
LS vs ZXROO .034* 

Abbreviations: IOL. intraocular lens: OoV. quality of vision: VF-14. Visual Function lndex questionnaire: SO. standard deviation 
•p < 05, --p < 01, ... p < .001.

and good contrast sensitivity (Figure 2). 
Dysphotopsias were most prominent with 
the Tecnis Symfony EDOF IOL 

CONCLUSION 

In today's competitive premium IOL 
market, the LENTIS Comfort is one of 
the most versatile and forgiving lens 
designs. In my experience, patients are 
happy with their vision, and there is a 
low rate of visual disturbances including 
halos and glare. Compared to IOLs with a 

diffractive design, as well as to others with 
a refractive design, the LENTIS Comfort is 
more forgiving. This bolsters a high rate of 
satisfaction for a wide range of patients. ■ 
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