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Fig. 2 Fundus photographs and angiograms ofa representative patientfrom groups III and IV. The patientfrom group III
had a PERG of4-2 sV. The patient whosefundus illustrates group IVproduced the largest PERGs ofthe group-2-3 sV.
Note that not only are there more microaneurysms and cotton-wool spots in his fundus, but also there are darker areas on the
angiogram which indicate regions where capillary non-perfusion is occurring: such areas are absent in the angiograms of
group III.

small 'blot' haemorrhages, and/or hard exudates, but
not further changes; no evidence of capillary non-
perfusion on angiography; IV the above, plus cotton-
wool spots, pronounced leakage, and evidence of
capillary non-perfusion on angiography.

In the absence of angiography it is possible that
patients classified as group I might include some from
group II. No patient in group IV had proliferative
retinopathy. There were no new vessels at the disc or
peripherally. The aim in classification was to separate
patients who had background retinopathy of a level
not requiring surgical intervention (group III) from
those inwhom surgical intervention might be required

in the near future. Characteristic changes are shown
in Fig. 2.

Results

Table 1 summarises the results. The mean PERG
value for group I was larger than was previously
found for a group of normal persons' but not
significantly so, and this was probably associated with
the fact that the patients in this group were younger
and had very good eyesight. The OPs were in the
range reported by previous workers.' The remaining
groups were similar in their ages and duration of
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Table 1 Comparison offindings infoursubgroups ofdiabetics

Group* I 11 111 IV

Numberof patients 8 13 17 15
Sex 4M 6M 10M 9M
Age (mean, SD, and range) yr 32-6±5-3 42-3±14-6 42-0±12-8 43-3±12-2

(27-39) (25-71) (25-63) (21-61)
Duration of diabetes yr 15±6 24±14 18±8 19-6±9
Number with onset age >20t yr 0 2 7 7
Visual acuity: range and indication of distribution 6/4-6/5 6/4-6/9 6/5-6/9 6/5-6/18

2 at 6/4 1 at 6/4 6 at 6/5 4 at 6/6
6 at 6/5 2 at 6/5 8 at 6/6 9 at 6/9

8at6/6 3at6/9
2 at 6/9

Number not on Insulin 0 2 2 3
PERG (mean, SD, and range) gV 4-8±.9 3-6±.9 3-5±.7 1 8±.38

(3-7-6-2) (2-6-5-4) (2.4-4-8) (1-2-2-5)
Oscillatory potential (mean, SD, and range)t iV 90+17 74±20 67±13 54±17

(126-70) (127-56) (89-44) (83-20)

*See text for definition.
tData not available for one patient in groups I and II, three in group III, two in group IV.
tData not available for one in group III, three in group IV.
§If not shown, extreme values for visual acuity obtained in one patient only.

disease. In groups II and III the mean PERG value
was nearly exactly that found previously for normal
subjects. There was a slight progressive decrease in
the OPs, so that the mean OP in group III was less
than the lower limit of normal given by Bresnick et
al.5 Group IV, with more advanced disease, did not
differ from the groups II and III in terms of age or
duration or type of disease, but the visual acuity was
on the whole slightly reduced. In only one case was
the reduction great enough to be counted as outside
the normal limit. In this patient perimacular retinal
changes were evident, but there was no obvious
macular oedema. There was a very striking and
highly significant reduction in the mean PERG
voltage. The probability of the patients in groups III
and IV coming from the same population was less
than 0-02 by Students t test. The mean value in group
IV was half that in group III, and significantly below
the value (2 standard deviations below the mean)
accepted in the clinic as the lower bound of normal
(2.4 RiV for persons under 50 years of age). In one
case in this group, a patient aged 30, the value was the
average of that for both eyes, individually 2-2 and
2-7 RsV. In two more cases the value was 2.3 ,uV
(ages 38 and 49). In all other cases the value was
<2 RV.
The oscillatory potentials appeared to behave in a

slightly different manner. There was a reduction in
the mean values for each successive group, which was
not so exaggerated for group IV. The scatter of
results was larger, and therefore the mean result, and
the result in any individual, was not significant. The
mean age of patients in group IV was rather larger
than for the other groups, but the duration of
diabetes was not greater.

Discussion

While sensitive tests of retinal function such as
contrast sensitivity may show abnormalities due to
diabetic retinopathy,"' they tend to have a high
incidence of false positive results, unless the criteria
for abnormality are set so that there is an unaccept-
able level of false negative results, or the test is made
so detailed and prolonged that it is clinically inapplic-
able. For this reason the report that OPs are
abnormal in the deteriorating diabetic retina was of
considerable interest because the test is quick to
administer.
The results on the OPs are the first we have

obtained with this technique. We have no normal
population with which we can compare our results.
The patients without retinopathy have OPs of the size
previously reported.5 If we use the lower limit of
normal determined elsewhere, then none of group I
are abnormal, 7 of group II, 10 of group III, and 11 of
group IV are abnormal. There is no significant
distinction between the group averages or the pro-
portions of individuals abnormal between groups.
The average OPs deteriorate, as previously reported,
but do so in the presence of mild background
retinopathy. Thus the result is not very useful in the
individual.
The present results suggest that the PERG pro-

vides more reliable data than the OPs. However, we
have recorded PERGs in our clinic for some years,
and the test is done very frequently. Apart from the
small scatter in the results the reduction in the PERG
appears to come about at the particular phase of the
disease when referral to an ophthalmologist becomes
necessary.
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In several retinal conditions the PERG is grossly
reduced even when the disease is mild. 1314 In cases of
inherited juvenile maculopathy, disease of a severity
which causes any reduction in visual acuity has a gross
effect on the PERG. However, the relationship
cannot be simple, because refractive errors which
cause reduction in visual acuity produce a much
smaller effect on the PERG. The patients in this
series did not suffer specifically from diabetic
maculopathy, and loss of visual acuity even in group
IV was minimal. However, in this group there are
very severe reductions in the PERG, which strongly
suggests that the abnormality in the PERG appears
when the capillary circulation is affected, and not
earlier. In view of the fact that the PERG tests the
function of the central retina, the gross reduction
occurring in all cases in group IV at first seems
surprising, since the areas of non-perfusion may
occur in the peripheral retina. However in a separate
study'6 of preproliferative retinopathy with peri-
pheral non-perfusion it has been found that Amsler
chart testing shows transient metamorphism, and
fluorescein angiography shows evidence of micro-
vascular abnormalities in the posterior pole. It would
seem therefore that there are often minor changes at
the posterior pole in patients whose main pathology
consists of peripheral capillary closure, and this may
be causing the change in the PERG.
Although the series is small, there is little overlap

between groups III and IV. Even on the basis of one
test all the patients of group IV could be distin-
guished from those of III, ifwe allow the worse eye of
the patient for whom we have results in both eyes.
Even if the patients are judged on the severest
criteria, which make no allowance for age variation,
only three of group IV could be considered normal,
and no one in the other groups would be abnormal. If
the PERG was introduced for screening diabetics,
serial tests would be done on each patient, and it
should thus be possible to spot deterioration in any
individual, even if the decrease was not so gross as
appears in Table 1. Some of the individuals in group
IV may have benefitted from immediate surgical
intervention, but in no case was it mandatory, and
therefore it is likely that, in some cases at least, serial
testing might show a repeated PERG abnormality
before the patient was in danger of losing vision.
Advanced warning of deterioration would therefore
be possible, as shown in the follow up findings with
the OPs.'
The method of patient selection may have biased

the results, so it is not wise to speculate about the
applicability of the test to patients in general. There
are two important differences between the patients
tested and the general population. Firstly, we have
excluded anything except the mildest form of diabetic

maculopathy by the entry criteria, which demanded a
normal visual acuity. However, in other maculo-
pathies the PERG has been found to decrease early
in the disease,'3 and there is no reason to suppose that
this will not be the case in diabetes. Secondly,
although in this series we attempted to exclude
anyone with any pre-existing eye condition, diabetes
is found mainly in older people, in whom eye disease
is prevalent. The progressive development of a
cataract should cause a reduction in the PERG
unrelated to a retinopathy, because the effective
contrast in the stimulus is reduced by a cataract
(Hamilton AM, Urey H, in preparation). If the
patient did not have an adequate spectacle correc-
tion, this too would affect the PERG. Thus interpre-
tation of test results in the unselected individual
patient may require additional clinical examination.
However, the PERG has certain advantages as a

screening test. The patient's pupils do not need to be
dilated, so there are no sequelae to the test, as there
are with OP testing or funduscopy, which require
mydriasis. In co-operative patients the actual record-
ing time need be no greater than a minute or two;
introducing the patient to the test, and attaching
the electrodes takes longer than the test itself.
Specialised equipment is required, but it is a fraction
of the cost of that needed for fundus photography.
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