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Abstract

e AIM. To compare the accuracy of intraocular lens(10L)
power calculations by using five formulas ( Haigis, SRK-
T, Hoffer Q, Holladay-1, SRK- Il )in eyes with long axial
lengths in order to improve the accuracy of predicating
IOL powers.

« METHODS: Fifty-one eyes of 51 cases of age - related
cataract and with mild long axial(24. 5mm<AXL<27mm)
and thirty eyes of 30 cases of age - related cataract and
with moderate and severe long axial (AXL>27mm) were
collected who's optical biometry were performed by the
Zeiss IOL Master500 before operation. They underwent
regular phacoemulsification and posterior chamber IOL
implantation. The actual postoperative refraction was
measured with the methods of phoropter and subjective
optometry 3mo after surgery. Then we compared the
differences of the predicted and actual postoperative
refraction of the five formulas in each group.

e RESULTS: In the mild axial lengths cases, the
differences between SRK || formula and the other four
formulas were statistically significant ( P<0.05), and the
difference between Hoffer Q and SRK-T formula was
statistically significant ( P<0.05) ; there was no difference
among the other formulas (P>0.05). In the moderate and
severe long axial lengths cases, the differences between
SRK |l formula and the other four formulas were
statistically significant ( P< 0. 05), and the difference
between Hoffer Q and SRK - T formula, Hoffer Q and
Haigis formula were statistically significant ( P<0. 05);

there was no difference among the other formulas ( P>
0.05). The differences of all the five formulas between the
two groups were statistically significant ( P<0.05).

¢ CONCLUSION: In the mild axial lengths cases, Haigis,
SRK-T, Hoffer Q, Holladay -1 performed well. In the
moderate and severe long axial lengths cases, Haigis,
SRK - T and Holladay - 1 performed better than other
formulas. The accuracy of all the five formulas decreases
as the axial length getting longer.
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BHY : WLEE0 BT Haigis 2530 SRK/T A2 Hoffer Q 2430,
Holladay 1 ZAxCR1 SRK 11 28 A7E < HR il 22 47 1 11 o4 e i
B AT T TR A T 6 B 000 B i PR O, LAdE R 4%
ANAEIE R

Tk R 1S KR B K IR Bl (IRl B > 24, Smm) Z AR
PR N B R 81 ] 81 HR i J] TOL Master 500 #E47 AR Rif
AR A=, WA S e R BT HR Bl 4 B o Wi Al .
FE R AR (24, Smm < MR <27mm ) ; 8 5 K IRl
H IR >2Tmm) i [R]— AR 35 58 0k 75 2Lk N e
W BRER A J5 B BN TR AR, T ARMF, T Stk
ISR, TF AR KIE, FARIG 3mo i [7] — 4 A
BT RBRAT B 5 A BB A BRI, 80 AR S PR
JEICEE . 905 1 ] Haigis A2 SRK/T A2 Hoffer
Q A3 Holladay 1 2A30A1 SRK 2 235 4 (0 3481 it Ol
FEHAT LA AT, W5 L3R 28 AR A R R < 2 2 v 1)
i

ZER BRI SRK I 28205 Hofth U4~ 23 2 m) 22 57
BG4 5 L, Hoffer Q 2F0H SRK/T A [H] 22 514 Ge it
2R (P<0.05) , HAh & A 22 R G 2= L (P>
0.05) , FREFERKARAZ SRK T 23 35 Hod py A4~ 23 2K 1l
2257 H et # 3 L, Hoffer Q 2AUH1 SRK/T 242 Hoffer Q
T Haigis 23 2 0] 22 547 e 122 3 L (P<0.05) , HAlh
B ZEF G E L (P>0.05) . 5 DAXAEMIR
R B 2 TP P MER M 22 IR SR R L (P<0.05)
G538 0 TIRBNC B2 >24. 5 ~ 27mm A 55 B 1 MR Sl 1 1 B
B, N A Haigis 23 3. SRK/T 72 3| Hoffer Q 2 =,
Holladay 1 23 xCHEAT 1000 349 7T 35 45 450 o A 45 S 5 o HR il
KM 27mm B R R IR A P R R, Haigis A 3K
SRK/T 22 30H1 Holladay 1 A ZUHERYE L6, LLES A
1 00 A 1 327 i HR 2l 3964 TR A1
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A B NN B RS R IR E B Z | BRiA
57 B RN AT A 2 AR 1 1 P B R A HLAT T 2
JrIE SR DR IR R ME A R IR 2R i N T AR A
Jet S BE Y O AN FARERAE R T ARk Bl S FLARAY
FUT SRR R Wl KL DL R AR T 3 5, 1 P B
FFLE BREEA N T ReIR AR AR B IR IT H N R
S BN T B A R, Ry Tk B BEAR AR S HR AR AR
7 N T SRR S S T A R P AR AR
{# F TOL Master 500 ¥+ HR 3 ( IR 3K & >24. S5Smm ) Z4F
P PN B £ 3 2R A IR A 0 | AT 3k A T LR A A 5 |
A 4 R ) 1R 2%, L0 AT Haigis 2220 SRK/T 243X
Hoffer Q 223 Holladay 1 22201 SRK T 28 2UAE < MR 4l i3
FAS TN =S NN TE N 2N SRR N T SR R T
JBPERFSE
1 3 RIFE
1.1 3% 2013-09/2016-05 76 4 &R EFF R 27w i E B
IREH T2 B B AT 1 P9 B 7 2L AL IR BR 6 & N T etk A
AR B 81 1 81 R, Horp 32 K MR 4 (24. Smm<
IR 4K <27mm) 51 ] 51 BR | rp o8 AR Sl 20 (R gl K
JF>27mm) 30 7] 30 HR .
1.1 1 FJHINERRAE A 50 ~ 80 & 5 Hl i 5 & BT
AT R AT IR 2 AR T B O T ~ IV 4
I I0L Master 500 #F17 HR A= 9y I 2, 366 B0 4 {5 M kb
(SNR) =2.0 {8 ; A HTAR K B (AXL) >24. 5mm; H [7]
— A LI AR TN P B A LA BRI A IS s RN T
ritR AR R AR, AT SR A A 2248 P FARIA], T
1.1.2 OB R HEBRARAE AR A B A AR IR
aAAE s CL R T A I s T AORL O 3G A 39 B R AL, | 8% B
K e PR B 5 4 MR P A2 5 AR BB DY TR s A 2
FE AT R N T SRR AR S B R T R A R AT
ABELS P AR5 BB K i 55
1.2 /%
1.2.1 RETH&E ORI A (6 E PR E ) R4
BT ) RBRT R A | A 2 IR AR 0 S | R A R A
7 HE BB OCT K %5, Al —H 2 & [ 0L
Master 500 S22 A0 1A= 9y A4 A i R A= 9y i | [+
—HR ARl B 5 WK LA b, S HUE M L (SNR) #4 =2, 0
PR T S B, BT Y0 ; AR S R i 5 TR U 3 YK LA
b BOTSAE K58 0 5 e BE R iy HR Sl 4 B2 430 P 4
BRI (24, Som<IRFE B <27mm) FIp & E KR
HheH (IRBHCEE>27mm)
122FARRAREIE FHREG, 865 W A%
3.0mm V) O, B 55 7 A B RIREN, ESL ML M4, B2
29 Smm, AR FLAC S W B, W HH B3 A% B2 o, A A 8 4%
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HRACE S B TN T AR AR, vk w7, R, RIG%4 T %
A 55 b FERAN T AR VRS R 4 ~ 6 W/ d, L Zh 4wk,
1.2.3 RERE  ARJF 3mo BFHITI S ZBRAT | Bk
KR4 R B B A S BE OCT M fr %5, H R —##x  E 4T
LEA RGNS BRI, 1 R JE SE PR LR, DL L
BRETICSE (SE) o KA BB A T RRAR A 58U
A IOL Master, il i3 28 H 7 1Y Haigis 2530 SRK/T 2430,
Hoffer Q A7 Holladay 1 222 H1 SRK 11 24 200 A 72 5 7]
A B TR A B T AR AR i X6 107 114 45 2 =X 70 11
ARJGJEYCEE H 5 ARG S PR JE G 2 2% B4 A U 6
T 2= 1E

GETT2F BT < 0 ) 2 R IR g 20 R o o 3 IR B 4
50 SPSS16. 0 GE i 8 A AT G it 2% 43 A, X AR
1% ARBTIRA B AR ) &AL R 22 5
THE OB T IESPERT IS, IRM I U TE 255340 1 Bk T3
B n il 22 A A 2 A GEREH H A7 55 8% D o7 ) B
FIAR XA U G B 1R 25 B 58 @ B AL 1T 7 25 4%
BT, FEEAT A FEAR B BRI P EAsE X 25 A T 5=
ZHFHE/NT 0.5D /NT 1D J %R 22 4 X {5 4+ T 1D
F2D Z [ BIEHEAT 22 A4 Il S AR LB B R 352, 4
ZEFAGIF S AT RS IR LU, 43 ikt
B AR PO IRl B 2 A Jet ' B 15R 2 (B R A 7 PR 4 2l ST
FEAHY ¢ 8630, DL P<0.05 N2ESAGH¥E X,
2R
2.1 BEKIRMA KR4 I MEm #5141 51
R, 55 23 6], 22 28 3], - 3J4E 1% 68.24£9.39 % RHi
AR b 4 B8 h 52 808 25, 31mmy, DU 43 037 %% 18] BE 2y 26. 20 -
24.95=1.25mm, A J5 #HR T 72580k 0. 6, 9433 i (]
FEA1~0.4=0.6, HFAZIGJE 6B R 22 I PR(E I IR N
IELIE 25 43 A, 43 9 4 Haigis 23 2 0. 0731 0. 6339D .
SRK/T A 2 0. 0839 £0. 5399D , Hoffer Q 2 =X - 0. 2527 +
0. 5639D Holladay 1 23 -0. 0802+0. 5410D I SRK II 24
3 0.4629+0.7027D (£ 1), 42 B AR Gl 4 A 200
JE BRI T 58 2 BENLR T T 22 08T, 2R A Gt
FR(F=9.948,P<0.001) . I #4725 2> 28] W 5 1E
B ,SRK I AXS5HMmWAAXBERARINEE X,
Hoffer Q 723X F1 SRK/T A3 [0 22 F A it 245 L (P<
0.05) , HAth % AU 22 R LEIF¥E L (P>0.05),
W2, 23 X458 AU 3R 22 46 XHE/NF 0. 5D /N F
1D TR 22 1 1 ~2D IR T 247 FEAS HL Y
FRARE LG, FoFh 28 X T 352 22 46 XHE /N F 0. 5D /T 1D
Kim iz 1 ~2D MR EF TSR IF¥E L (P=
0.995) . #5732 15 2 446 SHE A IR K /A L 3% 3
2.2 PEEKRMA P K R4 IS B 30 il
30 MR, Hdr 55 8 i, 2 22 ], -2 4F % 63.47+7. 031 %7,
AR &b K B A7 80 28, 00mm, DY 43 57 % 0] BE K
28.88-27.29=1.59mm , RJ5 IR J1 57 %0k 0. 6, 1443
rEEIEE R 0.8-0.4=0. 4, i B HR 2 %A Ut
JE R 2 SR A - R 2 T o B 5 2 S PR 24 il ML
IERIE 2545, 43 %) 8 Haigis 24 30 - 0. 4708 +0. 5591D
SRK/T /A3 - 0. 4858 £0. 7425D  Hoffer Q 23\ -1. 0182+
0. 6950D  Holladay 1 23 —0. 8522+0. 5960D #1 SRK II A
3 0.8388+0.6880D(FE 4) . Xf i & BF K HR A4 Ty =X
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1 BEKRMASAXEXEIREZRE
A%t WE PH(D) % e RME Rk
Haigis 51 0.0731 0.6339 -0.1052 0.2514 -1.36 1.66
SRK/T 51 0.0839 0.5399 -0.0679 0.2358 -1.11 1.96
Hoffer Q 51 -0.2527 0.5639 -0.4113 -0.0942 -1.66 1.15
Holladay 1 51 -0.0802 0.5410 -0.2324 0.0720 -1.26 1.20
SRK II 51 0.4629 0.7027 0.2653 0. 6606 -0.75 2.12

F2 BERKRBASLAXBELEREALR

. Haigis SRK/T Hoffer Q Holladay 1 SRK I
A5 — — - — —
i-j P i-j P i-j P i-j P i-j P

Haigis 0.0108 1.000 -0.3259  0.050 -0.1533 0.697 0.3898 0.010°
SRK/T -0.0108 1.000 -0.3367 0.039" -0. 1641 0.640 0.3790 0.014°
Hoffer Q 0.3259 0.050 0.3367 0.039" 0.1726 0.594 0.7157 <0.01"
Holladay 1 1.5333 0.697 0.1641 0.640 -0.1726  0.594 0.5431 <0.01°
SRK II -0.3898 0.010" -0.3790 0.014" -0.7157 <0.01" -0.5431 <0.01"

. * . P<0.05,

#3 BREKRBASAATNIRERYSH (%)
AR\ <0.5D <1D 1~2D >2D
Haigis 32(63) 45(88) 6(12) 0
SRK/T 40(78) 46(90) 5(10) 0
Hoffer Q 29(57) 45(88) 6(12) 0
Holladay 1 34(67) 47(92) 4(8) 0
SRK II 26(51) 37(73) 13(25) 1(2)

F4 HEEKRBASANEXEREXRE iR
At WE (D) % el BME ROkl
Haigis 30 -0.4708 0.5591 -0.6796 -0.2620 -1.86 0.79
SRK/T 30 -0.4858 0.7425 -0.7631 -0.2086 -3.32 0.96
Hoffer Q 30 -1.0182 0. 6950 -1.2777 -0.7587 -3.08 0.40
Holladay 1 30 -0.8522 0. 5960 -1.0747 -0. 6296 -2.44 0.32
SRK II 30 0. 8388 0. 6880 0.5819 1.0957 -1.08 1.93

*5 HEEKRBASANEAEREELR

5 Haigis SRK/T Hoffer Q Holladay 1 SRK I
i-j P i-j P i-j P i-j P i-j P
Haigis -0.0150 1.000 -0.5473  0.014" -0.3813 0.171 1.3097 <0.01°
SRK/T 0.0150 1.000 -0.5323  0.018" -0.3663 0.205 1.3247  <0.01°
Hoffer Q 0.5473  0.014" 0.5323  0.018" 0. 1660 0. 866 1.8570  <0.01°
Holladay 1 0.3813 0.171 0.3663 0.205 -0.1660  0.866 1.6910  <0.01°
SRK II -1.3097 <0.01" -1.3247 <0.01" -1.8570  <0.01" -1.6910 <0.01"
. * . P<0.05,

B Y B TR 22 (A T 58 S WL T T 7 229007, IR AT 4%
ISP g, SRR T A S Hofth A~ Al 22 7 A
ittt 8 X (F =36.779, P<0.001) , Hoffer Q 23 = Al
Haigis 2220 Hoffer Q 2Az0H1 SRK/T 243X 0] 22 45 e 112
MY (P<0.05), HAth £ A0 22 7 LG22 L (P>
0.05) , U3 5, 45 5l XF 4% 2 20w R 2= 26 %5 (8 /b F
0.5D /NF 1D KR 2 1 ~2D IR BE AT 2~k 57
FEA FE 55 1 Bk F0AG 56, 0 b 2 210000 45 2 4 X /N T
0.5D /NT 1D R FiiiiiR2E 1 ~2D RYIR B2 RSt % 5
S(P=0.980,%6) . 43I &2 2 5 AR b K B 2 v 1)

JE SRR ZE AT L A S FE AR ¢ R, A UTE
TR LB 38 2 P o 0 52 2 A ] 1) 22 S 3 A S22 8 X
(P<0.05,%7).
3 itig

E Ve S AL HIR R I A T IR A e O BE I e
AR 20 1T AR e 22 N R ARS8 A BT B
T 28 [R) IR A7 S LIRS 28 I, B+ 00 0 o s R, DA TG
T R R 25 TOL Master 500 HERMG2A A i &Y
ERLTFERA ATV (PCL) 62Ty ik, R ARl gy =,
)-8 1 R Bl 32 A A AR BT 2 T (7 VB ) 28] 2 3 v U]

1251



EfRIERIEE 207 E7HR F7HE F7H

http://ies. ijo. cn

KA SRK/T, ZJGHK A Holladay 2, Holladay 1 1 Hoffer
Q. Zhu %5 T o8 i AR Al K B >26mm B SR 1, 1
SRK/T Fl Holladay 1 2 ZHE AT W0, A S5 27 80 5% i e
M, 2% 5N T R R 1 5 i R e e o, 22 i
TETE& IR 4K 4 B SRK/T 2SR Haigis 23 2% AR
J i G BE WM O 483t ¢ 25 S, B 1 K iR

B915.029-82245172 85263940 BB =48 1)0. 2000@ 163. com
*6 HEEKRBAZARFNRERYSH R (%)

2y <0.5D <1D 1~2D >2D

Haigis 16(53) 25(83)  5(17) 0

SRK/T 14(47) 25(83)  4(13) 1(3)

Hoffer Q 9(30) 15(50)  14(47)  1(3)

Holladay 1 9(30) 20(67)  9(30) 1(3)

SRK Il 7(23) 15(50)  15(50) 0

®7 FBAXTERIRHKEHFHTNIRE LR

ZAFaN RERIRMA HEERIRRH P

Haigis 0.0731 -0.4708 3.891 <0.01
SRK/T 0.0839 —-0.4858 3.981 <0.01
Hoffer Q —-0.2527 -1.0182 4.905 <0.01
Holladay 1 —-0.0802 -0.8522 5.972 <0.01
SRK I 0.4629 0.8388 -2.343 0.022

PERIREA 2R | e J2 =2 (R A R R, EL W o R A 6, 422 3
PR F IR 3Kk 1E 5 9 A2 BRSO IE 1 IR Sl ) 5 %)
Btk .

N TR 3 A = = 200 #1828 5K (theoretical
vergence formulas ) F1 8 5 /% 7L ( empirically determined
regression formulas ) P25, #2H [B)0FF 3L 43 R DUAR . 2B —AR
AR H I A KA Fyodorov 2 3 (11967 4 )
Colenbrander A2 (1973 %) Binkhorst 2428 (1975 4£) (van
der Heijde A3 (1976 4F) F1 Thijssen 243 (1975 4F) , 45
AN SRK 230 (1981 4F) o 2 AKX PR A X
1% Binkhorst— II 24 X (1981 4F) | Hoffer 233X (1984 4F) |
Shammas 245X (1982 4F) , 2245 /0 X SRK 1T 225X (1988
) A = AREE A AL Haigis 2428 (2000 4F) P
Hoffer Q A3(1992 4) " 1 Holladay 1 23 (1988 4 )"
2B AN SRK/T 2430 (1990 4F) ™ SRt A
34K Holladay 2 233" 1 Olsen 23301 78 LLAE O BF 5T
o FRATE RN 3 A T AR 2B R 2 B AN W A A R
o BERAFAE 32 B AT X AR A R, SR Haigis 23X
SRK/T A3 Hoffer Q /A3 Holladay 1 A0 SRK 1T A3
AR

& E2 B 2B TN T RT3 A v
RO, Wang S54RIE A IRSM (IR =26.0 mm) B EH
i, Holladay 2 . Hoffer Q .SRK/T I Haigis N ] BAE
LA SR o Haigis AZ0H R . Wang %17 058
68 Filik4H>25. omm B, R H 10L Master i 17 HR 4= 4
& W< SRK/T SRK 1T Holladay 1 FI Haigis 2% =X 1l
YRR, [7) s X6 BIF 58 %) G 17 FH A% 450 i 75 0 6, WL %€ SRK/
T.SRK Il FiI Holladay 1 2 =0 #E# 14, 70 #7 J5 & 8, R
HiH 10L Master #47 HR A= #7905 I H F Haigis 2~ X BT
T, o M e £, EL - Nafees 451 X+ 53 {51 AR b 4
25.5 ~31.4 FR BN A Haigis \SRK/T 1 Holladay 1 233X
HEAT N L e R 6 BE T, e B 3 A~ = Fn g i3 22 1) 22
S G2 & L, Hop SRK/T 20 2l P 5% 22 & /)
(+0.17 D) ,Haigis X (+0.21 D), Holladay 1 N ¥ T
R R (-0.20D) ., Bang =SV ME T 53 1 AR Bty
>27mm [ 55 , W 73 Holladay 1, Holladay 2, SRK/T,
Hoffer Q F1 Haigis AOHERA M, & 30 . Haigis 16 14 iz e, H:
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(>28.4mm) 2, SRK/T /A 7\ A1 Haigis 28 3 #E 8 £ 0 T
Binkhorst — II 24 20 41, SRK 1 2% 3| Hoffer Q 2y = Al
Holladay 1 283, X2 5541 W2 96 ] 118 HRJ5 & BH . %t
FHR %l K B > 27, Omm 1 [N BB &, SRK/T A5
Holladay 1 =XM% 5 , Hoffer Q AR Z, 55l
SRK [ A=, H SRK I Fil SRK/T A=A JG HY B o i
%, 1M Hoffer Q F1 Holladay 1 23zUAH I, 25 B A ZE AL
WA 2 T AR SO AT 126 5] HR 4K > 26mm
1o JE 3 LR A R G 1 PN R A AT R S LA TR
BT R G K B SKR/T /A =X 1 Jai o 5 ) 15 25 4y e
MRS, A SR K EFEAL LR, B IEHE; W
SKR— T 242X A T Jeet Stk 245 S B MR 25, HH 5 R
B VAT S R D T R A R B K 3 A R
AT O RTINS, AT 125 FiliR
B BE > 25mm 1Y R A R E, B Hoffer Q,
Holladay 1 F1 SRK/T £ 4 Bl 5% B A9 3 A1 Z2 #5401
+0.36.+0.53 . +0. 74D, SRK 11 0| 4 B BH & 1% 32 40 {657 1)
(+1.47D) , 10 24 IR BE >28 mm |4 S22 0 2 1L 4 1)
SRS, HT B, TEX 4 AT Hoffer Q WA M
&, Hik M Holladay 1 1 SRK/T,SRK 11 VERf 22

AT, AT & B, X T IR B B 24. 5 ~ 27mm
(O BE A N B R W T Haigis 23 30, SRK/T 23 2 Al
Holladay 1 2 zCHEAT T 34 1T 3R 45 55 o ff 245 5%, Tl i 2
SEXMEIIAE 0. 1D LA 3 W ] Hoffer Q 232 A 25 H Bl
PR (=0.25D) 5 1M W SRK TT 23 3 A i ) £ 1 3t 4
B 1] (+0.46D) , FE T 5 22 4 XHE 4 A3 A 18 L, 4528
KRG b Te W 22 5, (H DS00I0 35 2 268 X i /N T
0.5D MBI ERFE , ek m & SRK/T 243, H 5 R R 2
Holladay 1 24 3 Haigis 24 20, Hoffer Q 2421 SRK 1T 24
Ko HHFRATA R A 2 s PEHET 4 . SRK/T A
Holladay 1 243X Haigis 23 20, Hoffer Q 242U SRK 1T 24
3o T IR B >27mm {5 R K HR il 1 P B R
B o TN 5% 2 34 W J 16 K B SRKC T 28 3K Ay e 400405 1)
BN (+0.84D) LIS, Hg A X3 B A g, Hevp
Hoffer Q AR IRZER A (~1.02D) , H¥H Holladay 1 232X
(-0.85D) , /5~ SRK/T 23 (-0. 49D) Fl Haigis 283X
(=0.47D) , TETI 15 2= 4 XFHE 50 A 19 18 I, 25 2 X ]
BG T FTOI 25 5 (H TR R 25 45 XHE /N T 0. 5D
BT |, Haigis A 301 SRK/T 242 54, P 7E A 40
HEAA ) 2 2000 2 Haigis 23 2 . SRK/T 24 2 . Holladay 1
3 Hoffer Q 2A20H1 SRK 1T 45K,

5 A 2B T o A 4 ot R il T R AR, T RE S
LR R G B IR A B3, IR N 2528 88 &2 AF
FERTI AN DI A s AR K B I A Ab 1) T R | i
ARJG N T AR 55 O BT 25 , DTS 0 T T30 )
HERTE . AT i — 200 RAEAS 2 IE X R 5 A RN TR
RO B AT AT SR B L N A,
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Zi BRTIR AE F AT BERREA R T X K IR o
AEME T A B R R AT N T IR A T O R 0 e
SRK/T A= \Holladay 1 NG Haigis A3 Hoffer Q /\JET
RAFEMER LS R AT 2 - SRK/T 243 Holladay 1 2
3 Haigis 22201 Hoffer Q 232X ; i i 8 B R MR Al 11 V\]Fﬁ%\
# N Haigis A0 SRK/T A 30 Holladay 1 22U n] #5415
WE TR 2 S, HE AR R Haigis 22 SRK/T A =
Holladay 1 A,

B2k
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