The aim of this experiment is to determine if there are
any differences in the method of reading on three
different devices: Ipad, computer monitor,and printed
sheets. To achieve this result, we have measured the
reading speed, of 40 subjects, each of them on all three
devices. All the subjects were aged between 20 and 30.
Many of them had refractive errors. In any case,
during the testing phase, all subjects used their
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We used REX Test [1], an Italian slightly modified version of the MNREAD method, a variant of the FLASHCARD presentation method. We
presented 8 flashcard for each device. The retinal image size is the same for all three situations. While they were read by the subjects, we marked

reading time and errors. This was done for every subject on all of three devices. Then we processed the data with the Carver method, using the
SLW (Standard Word Length) reading speed|[2]. Here three examples of FLASHCARD :
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o Ihe reading speed, measured using a variant of the flash card
method, is independent from the device (computer monitor, E-tablet,
printed sheets).

e T'he presence of astigmatism (even if corrected) is relevant. The
reading speed for a group of subjects with astigmatism(compounded
or not with other refractive errors) decreases, with a statistically
significant result.

Further research utilizing a longer reading session and a greater

number of subjects will be an interesting perspective of our
research.
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