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Abstract

e AIM: To compare dry eye symptoms and signs before
and after three kinds surgery, femtosecond laser-assisted
laser in situ keratomileusis ( FS-LASIK), transepithelial
photorefractive keratectomy (T - PRK), small incision
lenticule extraction (SMILE) using ocular surface analyzer
(Oculus Keratograph).

e METHODS: Totally 98 patients (196 eyes) undergoing
corneal refractive surgery from January 2017 to May 2017
were recruited. They were divided into three groups,
namely, FS - LASIK group, T - PRK group and SMILE
group. All patients underwent observation and
assessment in the following order: ocular surface disease
index (OSDI), tear meniscus height (TMH), measure
using the infrared pattern of Oculus Keratograph. The first
tear film break-up time (FBUT) and average tear break-
up time (ABUT) measure using the infrared pattern of
Oculus Keratograph, corneal fluorescein staining (FL),
Schirmer | test (S |t).

e RESULTS: 1) OSDI index: There was statistically
significant difference between the three groups ( Fy,s =
2.799, P,,,s<0.05). However, the difference in the OSDI
values of different time points in each group was
statistically significant ( F;,. = 85. 942, P,.,.<0.001). The
OSDI index were significantly increased at 1wk, 1 and 3mo
after operation in each group. All groups recovered to the
preoperative level at 6mo after operation. After 3mo,

there was an inter-group difference in the OSDI values
(P=0.019), and the OSDI values of the T-PRK group
were higher than those of the other two groups. 2) TMH:.
There was statistically significant difference among the

three groups postoperatively ( Fyo,0 = 1. 720, Py <
0.05). The TMH values of different time points in each

=11. 202, P,
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group were significantly different ( F.,.
0.001). The TMH values of each group were significantly
reduced after 1wk and 1mo and were restored to
preoperative levels after 3 and 6mo. After 3mo, there was
a difference TMH among the three groups (P=10.004),
and the inferior TMH in the SMILE group was higher than
that of the other two groups. 3) FBUT:. There was
statistically significant difference among the three groups
after surgery ( Fyoups = 1. 428, Pyos = 0. 245). The
difference in FBUT values between different time points in
each group was statistically significant( F,.=4.511,
0.001). The FBUT values of each group were S|gn|f|cantly
reduced after 1wk and 1mo, and recovered to
preoperative levels after 3mo and 6mo. There was no
significant difference in FBUT between different groups at
each time points (P> 0. 05). 4) ABUT. There was
statistically significant difference in ABUT among the three
groups after surgery ( Fj,,. = 1. 290, P, .. <0.05).
However, the difference in ABUT values between different
time points in each group was statistically significant
(Fyme =10.294, P,..<0.001). The ABUT values of each
group were significantly reduced after 1wk and 1mo, and
recovered to preoperative levels after 3mo and 6mo.
There was a statistical difference in ABUT values between
different groups after Tmo (P=0.008); among them, the
ABUT value of the SMILE group was higher than that of
the T-PRK group and the FS-LASIK group. 5) FL. There
was no statistical difference in the FL score between the
three groups ( Fyo,. = 0. 816, P, = 0. 445). The
differences in the FL scores at different points in each
group were statistically significant ( F,, = 5. 539, Py =
0.004). The FL score of each group was significantly
higher than before surgery at 1wk and 1mo, and
recovered to preoperative levels at 3mo and 6mo after
surgery. There was no statistical difference in the FLs
between different groups at different points in time ( P>
0.05). 6) S | t: There was no statistically significant
difference in S | t values among the three groups after
surgery (Fyo,ps=0.225, Py, ,..=0.799). The difference in
S | t values between different time points in each group
was statistically significant ( F,,, = 4. 604, P,,. =0.003).
The S | t values of each group were slightly higher than
the preoperative values afyer 1wk and 3mo, but they were
all within normal values. There was no significant
difference between the S | t values of 1Tmo or 6mo after
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operation and the preoperative level. There was no
statistical difference in S | t values between different
groups at each points in time (P>0.05).

e CONCLUSION: The three types of corneal refractive
surgery FS-LASIK, T-PRK, and SMILE all cause different
degrees of dry eyes within a certain period of time after
surgery, but they can gradually recover later. After SMILE
surgery, the stability of the tear film recovered faster,
while the symptoms after T - PRK surgery improved the
least.

o KEYWORDS: emtosecond laser - assisted laser in situ
keratomileusis; transepithelial photorefractive
keratectomy; small incision lenticule extraction; dry eye
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B &Y . 0 IR RZRE I A o8 RO G A B i 43+
SRV A IR S 23 R (femtosecond laser—assisted laser in situ
keratomileusis , FS—LASIK) £ I Ji2 #iZF 306 A DT B AR
(transepithelial photorefractive keratectomy, T-PRK) 14§
F/NI O 3% 8 B R (small incision lenticule extraction,
SMILE ) Ji5 - HRAEARFIAAE 19 284K

77 3% W 2017-01/05 fEFRBEAT ML FAR B3 98 1
196 R 3% AR 4> =4 . FS-LASIK 21 . T-PRK 41 1 SMILE
M, TEBRERBIMAR)G 1wk, 1.3 .6mo WITLL T2,
R 95 H5 88 (ocular suface disease index,OSDI) [A] 4 R
RLEA AT AL AN F TH T & B I & (tear meniscus
height, TMH) ZL7NE 1 VK TH R 24 A5 ] ( the first tear film
break—up time , FBUT') IS 257 7H Ak 24 1 ] ( average tear
film break—up time, ABUT) jll & AT E YL, ( comeal
fluorescence staining, F1.) CEERRIH U A3 W5 T ( Schirmer
I test,STt),

R (1)0SDI 454 =4 B H MR G 0SDI 2 57 4 4t it
SRR (F yy =2.799 P <0. 05) o AHA LU B A] £
OSDI fH 2 5+ B A GE i1 %% 5 L (Fypy = 85.942, Py <
0.001), £ H % 0SDI #8 AR5 1wk, 1 3mo B AF
W I, RS 6mo 25 20 5 IR BVARFTKF, RJF
3mo I}, 24 ¥ OSDI{H 2= A S8 L (P=0.019),
o T-PRK 4119 OSDI fHECH E M R, (2) TMH: =41
IR IS TMH 255815 B 3 (Fypy = 1. 720, Py <
0.05) . A4 BEAE A S TMH 22 %A G122 &
SC(F = 11,202, Py <0.001) o 2541 5B % TMH fE 76 A
J& Twk 1 1mo B 48 AR HA B P4, RS 3 .6mo RE EAR
HiZKF. ARJG 3mo B, 4 41 TMH {H 22 5 A G it 2 8 X
(P=0.004) ,Hrp SMILE 20/ F YH T & 5 e FH e Wil
(3) FBUT: R J5 =41 4 [ FBUT 2 5% L4t it & X
(Fypy=1.428 P, =0.245) . £ NASRI ) E] A5 FBUT
H2ZEFAG 24 L (F,yy=4.511,P,, =0.001), %41
FBUT fHAEARJG 1wk  1mo B B AFI B B FEAL, RJ5 3 .6mo
MRS B ARHIAKY- . ARG 2 W8] 51, AR 4 E] FBUT 22 5+
G2 L (P>0.05), (4)ABUT: RJ5 =41 B & i)
ABUT 2B GiiH 478 L (Fypy =1.290, Py, <0.05) , fH
44 4D R RVERH ] 2014 ABUT (B2 AT 50125 25 3 (Foyp =

2052

10.294, P, <0.001) , 41 ABUT fEYEAR G 1wk F1 1mo
At A AR B I B ARG , RS 3 .6mo BHRE EARFIATE, KRG
Tmo AN [F] 41 6] () ABUT {H 2 R A G it2¢ = L (P =
0.008) ; 1, SMILE 41 % ABUT {& & T T-PRK 21 I
FS-LASIK4, (5)FL:RJG =41 M FL 025 L5
TR L (F oy =0.816, Py =0.445) 25 41 A [R] B[]
MM FLIP R ZF AR 2 E L (Fuyy =5.539, Py =
0.004) ., %4 FLI/MATEARG 1wk Al Imo B F AR HI H]
W ARG 3 6mo IR E EARFTAKE, AR5 45 HFHE 5,
AR EM FLEEZR ESEZIT#E X (P>0.05),
O)STt.RIF=HERER STt HER LG IT¥EX
(F=0.225 P, =0.799) . £ NSRS S Tt
HZ AL HTE L (F,yy =4 604, Py, =0.003) , 4541
BESTUEAEARIG 1wk Fl 3mo BFEARFTRY A THiE, HY
T IEHAEIEE PN RS 1.6mo 1 S Tt {5 ARATKF2
SIGI 2 X (P>0.05) o ARJ5 & W] 5L A [F] 4] Y
S Tt fH2E S G273 L (P>0.05)

££i8 . FS-LASIK . T-PRK F1 SMILE = F £ I Ji 5 F R 15
STEARJG —E BRI 5 A (R A2 B2 i IR 5 30 AT 32 i
WA, SMILE AR J5# FS—LASIK & T-PRK A 7EH Efa &
PEJ7 TR S B M T T—PRK AR S5 A3 R ok 3 5 0
KRR RO B 1V 3 OG0 AR IR R 2
E R HES T RO BEDIHIAR ; 2 RE/INI) O S B HUR R
THR
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5| A« Zs5es R 5889, 45, FS—LASIK 1 T-PRK ‘5 SMILE
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TR O B By UE SO0 AL fR RS R
( femtosecond laser — assisted laser in situ keratomileusis,
FS-LASIK) | £ I Bz #E 7 30 & Ot ¥k f B 00 HIl R
(transepithelial photorefractive keratectomy, T—PRK) , & F»
O /NP1 13 5 E B B R ((small incision lenticule
extraction, SMILE ) =R H Al & f B JE Y6 F AR 19 91,
(B H T T AR A 05, AR IR R AH A EAR S5 246 B
MU AR S B E A A AR AR B A TR, AW 5T 0 H R 36
2555 HT Y ( Oculus Keratograph) [t HWPE=MARRLTAR
HIJE T MR AR FARAE 19 254k
LIBSE itbs73
1.1 3% gk 2017-01/05 ZEFRBEAT A B O6 T AR &
98 151 196 HR , 4F#% 18 ~45 % # R 41 FS—LASIK
41 T-PRK 41 SMILE 2, =21 83 4F 8 Mo | fA
fih 856 PR S 1) LU B RN AR rh P B U0 I B L ER, 22 S TS
FEX(P>0.05,% 1), fitibriE. 18 2 L E;JHGE
BAESE 2a VA By RETERBEAL - 1. 00 ~ —9. 00DS, £ 7
<=6. 00DS ; o s 542 il B 155 0 1wk AL RGP £ 5 4%
fil B4 Tmo LA_E, OK BEA57 3 3mo LA _E s HEBRIG 3h 1 AR
FRAAE | [B HE AR I 55 DGR R I 58 95 g A6 TR 0 R At o<
9o 5 FIEBR IR B Sk it | A2 I8 | DA AN 4 55 R BRI 8% v 722 5 HE
B B i WE PR 55 4 B PR s HEBR AR | 458 55
OB RS A A B Y TSR IR A B 5T 48 B B A
Z SR UE, T A BB SR SR N R R, O 48 8 s
&+
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x1 ZHBEARW—BRABLER

415 IR (X£S %) PRI (Lo 5, i) P f 5 A L 091 (9% ) DIHITREE (2 £S, wm)
FS-LASIK 41 25.2+6. 1 18/15 23.17 87.72+24.39
T-PRK 4 23.9+5.2 16/14 21.21 89. 03+20. 76
SMILE 21 27.7+6. 4 20/15 20. 52 95.3318. 45
F/? 2.961 0.10 0.02 1.228

P 0. 057 0.72 0.39 0.297

11 : FS-LASIK 21 A7 CRPHOGH B 9 UE T T HOC AL A R HE R ; T-PRK 41 4748 b R4y O et M I UT IR  SMILE 21 - 47

REREOE/ N R BUE ST AR

*2 BABEFAFIF OSDIEHETK x+s
20531 ARHT NI 1wk FNERI AJ5 3mo AR J5 6mo
FS-LASIK ZH 12.65+7.28 25.98+10. 88 18.89+5.42 13.61+5.17 13.47+4. 05
T-PRK % 11.52+7. 61 30.22+7.39 18.79+5. 51 16. 71£7. 82 13. 16+4. 48
SMILE 21 11.52+7.78 24.60+10. 53 19.33+5. 86 12.32+5. 65 11.46+5. 62

1 : FS-LASIK 20 .47 RAPBOGHE B i UE > T-HOGIEA M IS B s T-PRK 4H . 4748 b B ME 3 T30 e Y61 M IE VI HI AR ; SMILE 4 . 47

RO/ N R BB FEHUR AR

1.2 Fik

1.2 1 FRGEMRBERE  ARATEE R v e HHR
B, AR KBS, TR [a] — B sE i, (1) FS-
LASIK : A BR R WIS , R AMARIS 500E 5 48 5¢ 18 £
TS I A | BT JSER 5 s S0 8 O AT i I , 7 B B R
AP X RO YT 3 25 S R 7, B
R . TARSH A IERIEE 90wm | FL A% 8. 5mm,
LI 1100, A B A5 00 & KL T A IS 12200
AL, 83 £ MR O Al 1) AT 98 %, HLIX 6.0 ~ 6. Smm,
i1 0. 5mm, (2) T-PRK: AR HR 3 k&, F AR
AMARIS 500E #5735 BOBAL, IT i & I I, 38T A Bk
AT, 7 Ff B3R THT 4% A\ B8 HEA T IO YT HI, YITHI B 426, 0 ~
6. 5mm, F BSS & ik & o0 U 1 T, PO A R A, R
J o Ad MR b BB SIS R A B il e . (3) SMILE: R
R 22 T PR )5 & T VisuMax 2 KENEOEF R R4, Wi
T HUC XA BRI S| E AR S5 o8 G S 2R I i
F AR DRI B E RS R R S, T
ARBE:11:00 ~12:00 {57 2mm A EBCYI T A BRI B0 )5 32
120wm, HAZHK 7. Smm, B HAE 6. Smm , &5 1 VI FIGLY]
Pl fa R 900, = 2H M8 3 AR 5 1 ] 2 80 v 2 T IR VA
7d, % H 4 ¥k, FS-LASIK SMILE PiZH & ARG S 1g/L
SR AR 2wk, B H 4 % T-PRK 4177 2wk I 1g/L 48
KRR H 6 W, LUR T 2wk #9801 4,36 3mo,,

1. 2.2 REFHZE HEARBMAE 1wk, 1.3.6mo 17LLFH&:
2. (1) R FEIFFEEL (ocular suface disease index,OSDI) ;
AL 12 AR SR PEIT Lwk AR ERAEARAE 2, e IR 1
JEEMETE N 0 ~ 4 53,0 43 TEAEIR 1 43 AR OR A IR 2
gy 2P EAAREAR ;3 43 KRS R A REAR ;4 53—
FHER . A5 53 OSDI = Jr A7 a8 43/ [ RS A~ H x
25, (2) R R LZEA T AL LT A2 T TH AT 3 5 I i ( tear
meniscus height, TMH) : Keratograph SM ZL /NG44 T 1H ]
UG SRR RO BT R, (3) LA B U TH IR 2
B [E] ( the first tear film break —up time, FBUT) FI- 4 VH e
W24 (6] (average tear film break—up time, ABUT) . ik 3%
AR 2 Yk, A5 2 UCHZ IR 221 A TH B0 4007 1 A B[] 28
FBUT, 4 #RR8 240 s i 2L I (8] F- 2415 ABUT ., (4) £

MR5E N Z YL {h, ( corneal fluorescence staining, FL.) R Y
IR R 12 700k B 4 DRI, BB 0 ~3
53,0 4y oY1 4301 ~ 30 A AUIRE 652 46 >30 AR
REEAYERBA ;3 55 ALK E GRS 2R
PIRIE 7 55 5 4 5 BRAS 43 40 i 45 F ff B2 6 2 e i
o (5) FEREIEE Wi %: T (Schirmer T test,S 1 t) : F
Smmx35mm JE AL S5 & IC R BT T Smin BT
Biit2E 5007 . R SPSS22. 0 ¥ AT Ge it Ab B, 3
HPOR DA B ARl 2 (x£s) TR, S AN LR I E R
W57 25500, AL N P R B 3R LSD —¢ A6 56, 201 () 79 79
FLE R A ST R AS ¢ K56, TTHECPER LR TR R 86
DL P<0.05 WESAGITEE XL,
QLR
21 ZHEEFAB/G OSDI EHLLE =4 A HE ARG
OSDI HZER LG L (F=0.231,P=0.794) ., RJ5
28] OSDI 25 5 A it 5 8 3L (Fyyy =2.799, Py <
0.05) . HAALNAIERE] S ) OSDI {8 22 5+ HA Gi 2%
B (F oy =85.942 Py, <0.001) B[] FI 4 2H TG 52 A
F(F 0 =1.656,P,,;=0.129) , &ZHHEFH OSDI 8 HUR 5
Lwk F11 3mo B A BIGIN, 5AREI L 2Z A ST 5 X
(P<0.05) ,ARJ5 6mo £ A ¥IRE BIARFIKF-, 22 %51t
R SL(P>0.05), HA, RJG 3mo B, 4540 . 34 OSDI
ZERAGHFE L (P=0.019) ,T-PRK 44 OSDI {H# H &
PIZL i, 37 T-PRK 4 A9 AR e B 5B R 38 19 1k &k B i 12
THEMH(E?L),
22=HEEFAMEEREASERE —4HEEARN
TMHHZ S LS E L (F=1.341,P=0.266) , RJ5
= E TMH 22 5 A Gt B L (Fuyy = 1.720, Py, <
0.05), AAHPNAFE B E AR TMH (25 A 51255
SL(F = 11,202, P,y <0. 001 ) i) 150 20 47 78 28 HAF:
F(F,y=2.246 P, =0.044) , K4 EH TMH HAEARG
1wk 1 1mo Hﬂ‘%ﬁﬁ%ﬂi, SR BERAGITHEX
(P<0.05) ,RJ5 3 6mo ¥ TMH {8 5 AR Hi K2 % LS
2 SL(P>0.05) . ARJF 3mo I, &4 B TMH (H 2% 54
Giit2EE X (P=0.004) , Hr SMILE 41/ TMH & T HE
PIZH (% 3) .
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*3 HABREFANBEISEILE (x£S,mm)
2157 A HT RJG 1wk ARJ5F 1mo ARJF 3mo AR5 6mo
FS-LASIK 21 0.262+0. 051 0. 240+0. 061 0.251+0. 040 0.273+0. 071 0.264+0. 071
T-PRK 4 0.270+0. 051 0. 243+0. 062 0.243+0. 041 0. 260+0. 061 0.281+0. 070
SMILE 2H 0.281+0. 042 0.232+0. 051 0.260+0.014 0. 311+0. 060 0.272+0. 069

TE : FS—LASIK 4 A7 REMBOCAH B i) e 43 FOC L A IR BE AR ; T-PRK 20 . 4748 b BCHE S T IOG DU IE M VTR ; SMILE 46 . 17

REREOE/ N R BUE ST AR

*4 FHEHBEFATEERBRMAMEEW (X%s,s)
2H 51| N ARG 1wk ARG 1mo ARJ5 3mo ARJ5G 6mo
FS-LASIK £ 9. 11+6. 69 8.21+5.59 7.58+5.36 9.02+5.63 9.78+5. 88
T-PRK 4 9.97+7. 41 6.92+4. 17 7.05+5. 41 9.34+6. 63 9.27+6.28
SMILE 41 10. 16+6. 36 8.47+4.25 9.57+4.90 9.95+5.73 11.54+4. 86

1 : FS—LASIK 41 . 47 KRG 4H Bl B9 v 2> 06 U M I BE R, T-PRK 41 . 172 b J 43I0 JE Y6 v/ B0 ) R ; SMILE 4H . 17

REREOE/ N R BUE ST AR

x5 BEBEFAUNEFHEEBRFAEEL (x£s,s)
2H 5 AHT RJG 1wk RJG 1mo A5 3mo ARJG 6mo
FS-LASIK 4 13.24+6. 14 11. 67+5.85 10. 25+5. 44 13.33+5. 88 15.85+6.71
T-PRK 4 14.23+7.09 11.29+4. 96 9. 82+6. 66 12. 87+6. 45 13.92+6.92
SMILE 4 14.51+6. 10 12. 14+4. 96 13.85+4. 88 13.95+6. 09 15. 64+6. 31

1. FS—LASIK 4 . 47 KRMEOGHE B AY 12> T- OG0 M BB B R T-PRK 4 . 4745 bl vl TI06JE Yt M I MR ; SMILE 4H . 47

MO/ B BTSSR

*6 BREABEFAWEABRIARELEESTU (x£s,71)
ekl AHI AR5 1wk ARJG 1mo ARJG 3mo AJ5 6mo
FS-LASIK 4 1.31+1.47 1.73+1.35 1.79+1. 46 1.39£1.26 1.25+1. 16
T-PRK 4 1. 15+1. 66 1.96+2. 01 1.84+1.53 1.33+1.21 1.28+1.45
SMILE 4 1.02+1. 15 1.55+1.49 1.24+1.55 1.27+1.72 1.20+1. 56

T : FS-LASIK 21 . A7 CRPHOGH B A HE 3 THOC AL A R HE R T-PRK 4 4748 b R4 O Ja et M I UT IR  SMILE 21 - 47

RO/ N R BB U AR

23 -ZHEEFAUBEEEHRAMELEE =4H
FARW FBUT HZE S LRIt E X (F=0.255,P =
0.799) . AJF =4l FBUT 22 53 G232 B L (F oy =
1.428,P,,;, =0.245) , {H4ZH N RI B ] 55 A FBUT {H 25
SR TE L (Fyyyy =4. 511, Py, =0.001 ) B i) F1 43
HILHAEH (Fy, =0.488,P,,, =0.775) , %4 EH
FBUT fE7E ARG 1wk A1 1mo A B & FAR , 5 AR FT FL K 25 57
HHiT2FE L (P<0.05) , RJ5 3 .6mo [ FBUT {5 AR i
KV ZEFTCL I E L(P>0.05,% 4) . ARJ5 & W] &
AR FBUT 2 % 0481275 L (P>0.05) ,
2A-ZHEBEEFAUETEHHEEHERELLE —4&
FHARHE ABUT 2 F LT %= L (F=0.360,P=
0.699) . RJF =4l ABUT 22 324 G245 L (F oy =
1,290, Py <0.05) . fH4 41 P4 A [l i i) £ 9 ABUT {8
2SR H G 2B L (Fyyy = 10,294, P <0.001) , B
A a8 HAEF (Fyy = 1.223, P, =0.295)
BB ABUT H7E ARG 1wk Al 1mo I B B FEAC, 5
RATH I Z R H ST #E XL (P<0.05), K5 3 .6mo
#) ABUT {65 RHIKF 2 7 L4 it 5 L (P>0.05),
ARJG 1mo B A [6] 20 [6] () ABUT i 22 3 A G it 3 X
(P=0.008) ; H: | SMILE ZH (% ABUT {4 = T'T-PRKZH
1 FS—LASIK 41, #2715 SMILE 0 1% 7H [ 5 5 P 52 19
W T HEMA(ERS) .
2054

25 ZHBEFAUGRERNRZLELHE 4B
RHI FLIEAHZ R LG T8 X (F=0.349,P =
0.707), RJ5 =4 FL IS ZERIE I F 8 L (Fyy
=0.816,P,;;=0.445) . {H 454 N AS [ i (8] 252 (9 FL 3
I3 G ETE L (Fhypy =5. 539, Py =0.004 ), i
R0 20 A HAE R (F oy = 1.243,P,,, =0.293), %%
HHH FLYEMEAEARIT Lwk F1 1mo I B B T+, 5 A
HI L 22 A g it 2 = L (P<0.05) , RJ5 3 .6mo 1Y FL
WOME 5 ARATK 225 LG X (P>0.05), K
J 4% I 1) A5 A [ 4 6] B9 FL O 22 5 RSt 2# 3 L (P>
0.05,%6).

2.6 ZHBEFABFS | tELR =4HEERASITt
HI LR IGH¥E X (F=0.078,P=0.925) , RJ5=4
S Tt fH 227 TG % H L (Fyyy =0.225, Py, =
0.799) , (HA& AN ARRFIIE S ST HEES A S EE
S F gy =4. 604, Py =0.003) . i[5 1 53 2 JE 52 HAFE ]
(Fuy=1.159,P,, =0.328), £HEHF St HERG
1wk 1 3mo BIRS A TH i, SARAT L3 25 R A Gt 2x X
(P<0.05) AHF AL FIEHAAEEFE N RJ5 1.6mo (19 S Tt
HS5RFATKFH2ZF G248 L (P>0.05) . AR5 450
AN ALE Y S T {H2 RG22 L (P>0.05,
®T),
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R7 BHEBEFAWES | tEEER (xS, mm/5min)
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