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Purpose: To analyze the outcome of the spatial perception of stereoscopic
and non-stereoscopic projections of cataract surgeries in 10 surgeons with
a previous experience of 500 to 7000 cataract surgeries.

Methods: Data was obtained from a questionnaire that used binomial
variables and visual analog scales for evaluation of differences between
randomly distributed stereoscopic and non-stereoscopic projections of
cataract surgeries. Answers of 10 surgeons with high levels of experience
(over 500 surgeries) were grouped in order to establish a profile of
behavior of variation of answers during perception of surgical situations
with or without stereo projection. Variations were computed and
compared with a previously established gold standard.

Results: Variation was high within this group of surgeons. The rate of
correct identification of stereopsis in this group was similar to rates
identified in previous studies with different levels of experience. Mean
scores on the visual analog scales and binomial variables followed the
same trend.

Conclusion: Higher surgical experience did not decrease variation of
answers of stereo and non-stereo projections of cataract surgeries.
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