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Right-shifted prism Left-shifted prism

Subject  Before  After Before  After
(m)  (em)  (cm)  (cm)
1 -0.1 +1.5 +1.2 +2.6
2 +0.6 +0.8 +1.4 +2.0
3 +0.2 +0.1 +1.4 +2.0
4 +9.3 +14.5 +14.4 +10.6
5 +7.0 +4.6 +1.2 +6.4
6 +1.8 +2.0 0 +1.4
7 +7.7 +9.5 +6.6 +10.7
8 +1.2 +2.2 +1.2 +1.3
9 +12.2 +11.8 +8.4 +12.1
10 +13.0 +10.8 +8.3 +11.9
p* 0.49 0.07

(+=rightward displacement, —=leftward displacement)
*Paired t-test
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Right-shifted prism Left-shifted prism

Subject  Before  After Before  After
(cm) (cm) (cm) (cm)
1 +14.2 +18.6 +13.4 +15.6
2 +7.3 +6.3 +6.0 +6.7
3 +3.2 +3.4 +1.6 +2.7
4 +3.2 +2.2 +2.9 +3.9
5 0 -7.6 0+3.4
6 +1.8 +0.2 -0.7 +0.6
7 +5.1 +1.2 +3.9 +4.9
8 +0.8 +0.6 +3.0 +3.8
9 -0.5 -0.9 +0.6 +0.4
p* 0.29 0.01

(+=rightward displacement, —=leftward displacement)
*Paired t-test
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Left - shifted prism
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