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Saccadic vector optokinetic perimetry (SVOP)
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Figure 1. Saccadic vector optokinetic perimetry (SVOP) system during a
visual field test.

Figure 2. Visual field point being tested and seen. The gaze point changes every 20 ms (solid lines). A, The subject fixates on a fixation stimulus. B, Test
stimulusis displayed corresponding to a visual field point. C, Change in fixation is detected (dashed line 1) and compared with the positional change in
stimuli (dashed line 2). D, New fixation stimulus is displayed ready to repeat the process.
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