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Abstract

¢ In recent years, metagenomics ( MGS) is the fastest
growing fields in microbiology, and has been broadly
applied in the detection of pathogenic microorganisms.
Comparing with the traditional poly merase chain reaction
(PCR) - based detecting technology which relies on
microbial culture, MGS can directly detect the sequences
of the total microbial DNA from uncultured samples with
the high-throughput sequencing platform. It can help the
doctors identify the involved pathogens more quickly and
provide better medication guidance. Among the known
ophthalmic diseases, a lot of them are caused by the
infection of pathogens and have many difficulties in
clinical diagnosis and treatment. The development of
metagenomics provides us a more effective and reliable
way for detecting the pathogens of ophthalmic diseases.
This article was aimed to review the development of
MGS, applications and in the field of ophthalmology, as
well as its current deficiencies and the possible
development directions in the future.
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H A 99% LA 1 ) 2k Wy b 288 2 T i 0 AT IR M35 3R 1
WL TR A W% X N (polymerase chain reaction,
PCR) A 452 A (1895 i A4 23 BT 75 12 ER R T L R ) A 00
AR B AH 2 T SRS R R 8 T [, PR
PCR B FAEH] 08 & 0 D Gk A 0 09 A6 00, 7 %5 A 0
o 5L A D) AR AT RTT MDA oK, AR T (next
generation sequencing, NGS) AR FEA FLil &K HERAPE R |
ot A WG TR A8 20 O HE S 1 LR B 20 2
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SR AR 2 R AR A 0 A S AT s ) P e T T
AR PR B AT, 2 PR A 2 R AR BB 28 1 T S A 12
Fs A Wy B 5T v, A B T I PR A2 W A
HE SR A D BOR LRI 5T T

AR ERARCAE %o IR s 9 1 A DRSO % T A, Tl
YRR A AR AR T BE 2 S EUIR BB . RAE 1907
4 Axenfeld 5t 8 WK 2238 % IR SR AR B kAT F 9T L SR
T, E T HIR A 5L RS 40 B A S 454 X LAARAS 2 S AR A
B GEL W AR 1 SR BR A% S5 SR 2 S BT AR A
BRI BT+ a0 AN X IR AR s A= B R P Ty e oy e
AT TR It R S 0 1432 T SR T A AR AR £ R U
% DR 2 2 A 1 T 5 s SR AR R 2 W i, SR AR LR
B R RCFIER 00 23 AT UL 3, 78 2 R IR AR 12 Wb
T2, R AR IR e M e | O L 1 e R A
JUIHE IR BB B e M i 2 W e s M Ak IR T SR B85
THRIERE B 72 IR Y14 H AR AR IR R 2 W 1
W AT ERIR
1 RRER
1.1 FIER IR (keratitis ) & — iR IE A 98 R PE RS
WERAF AR S B3, Al RE 2 2 BO8UM L 07 19 91 R0 | B
AFEIH, SREAAA - 100 7 NG AR E
DA A MR T | R ) £ B8 e — o™ i R SR e P R i, 2
TH L Bl P AR RSETR D R ) T B 2 A

ST W AH TR | L TR B 1 A 2 A 1 A kg 1
RG] & AR g e IR 4 AR A R A R A
% ( bacterial keratitis, BK) F¥R FRAKAFFT B, 2013 4,
Tuzhikov 25" 2R FH 22 35 P 21 AR X £ I 4 8 25 A e A~
A HIR A b A ARG, 45 51 T B, £ B 1 P IR 3R
YIRET B DVARIE TR Ol 3 T 7E FR TS AR B8 1 32 B 1 TR
w2 AR T ) R s A, sk At SR AT
Mlumina 7= 18 &0 PP A 22 36 PR 2 B R A T 32 18] BK £
RN 32 A R R S5 R AR A R 1 28K b Al
IR 2 0 2E 28 v & i e = I T 2 28 JE T 1T ( proteobacteria ) |
TE it B X HEZH i 26 T8 1] ( actinobacteria ) 75 5 55 i, 1 7E
AERBERIRERES P BEEE ] (firmicutes ) | 55
BREA — Ml #4 B# [7] ( deinococcus — thermus ) VL X #00#F 55 1]
(bacteroidetes ) & 58 s TE B A KR | R AFEAY IR 3
TR AR R WY I 5 T A A8 R 8 2 HL v g TR R AT T
( propionibacterium acnes ) | e A A R ( staphylococcus
epidermidis ) e AME R AT ( corynebacterium accolens) A
18 i G 70 X R v i) 2 B 1) 1 5 v TR 4L

B MR S (fungal keratitis, FK) H T H 5 5% 77 1)
fRBHER (EA5R FAL S8 PCR AN HE A e L2 2 How
JEAAR T 2 35 PR A AR Ay PR U A B F v 25 5 FK A3
FRERN, LA, Ge %1 SR FIEE T 165 rRNA J KU T 1
T2 BEARNHERE IR FK 88 2 7 R G IR R0 X6 IR fY 25
AR FAEA A TR A FHERAE 53 25 BT U E W) 22 R
HEAT AT, 25 5% e IR JR G HIR R0 HIR 1) AR 2 ke A A % v
RO 20 R 2 REPERRAIG , IF ELES IR AT % ( corynebacterium ) 14
i SR 0 5 BE AR A BRI T L JC 4T T (achromobacter) |
AT & ( caulobacter) . Bg ¥ F1 14 ( psychrobacter ) %) e
T, % U I 5 2 A AR AT g 2 N FKO& e B KURS
Prashanthi %[12;{%ﬁfﬂ PCR % ; R F1HF NGS 19 %
FLPR ZHAG I B AR, 43 5l % FK BB AR YL R | fdt B 2 A9 XY
IR A HEAT 30 A 0 2 B, 435 2R R AR 4T PCR BOR iRk

R RE N HARTE FK BF IR SRR T2/ EM R
P 3 R AT R, AR 28 PR IR EB A
AW VR P i & B (aspergillus ) . B BRI B 8
('setosphaeria) B34 5 & (malassezia) % 11 P HE &4
TRENEL,

IXSERHF YR, 7 R A R B B T A AR IR 3%
Rl ARSI, G 02 5 e 1 A D A D B R 1
i, 10 LR/ O A0 G0 H A R 58 JER R TR v S %) T A A
b, DU RTRE A SRR 42 8 T TR A 1 A B
PR AR IS TR R I ML AR AT, A B T 0 R I A AR 4 s
SRR A X IR Y
1.2 FER  THRH (dry eye disease, DED) 2—Fp 2 HE R
SEVEZRR , ERBR RN 5% ~34% , IR FHAE YRR L
NN JE DED A9 32 22955 PR AR B 2 JR IR 22— ) i SR HR
TUCEE PR () A B A TR, 7T e 3 PR SR A T RS Y IR
FRREME RS AL A R N, R BT DED R R A A
TR B84k A B 08 1936 97 7 25 IR 2 IR 36 TE 1Y
UE RS, SE T ANA YT DED,

FHERH AR AT DED £ & IR Yy BET% rY it
FERR R M =5 T X% B A WA A 2007
4, Graham %" R H] DNA /¥ H AR % DED f 3% i fgt e
F (o1 N) MIRFHEASATHAED R &I, 5 E 5 IR
AT W 43 AT AR L, 28T T (bacillus sp. ) F17 2 5 85 1F
T (klebsiella oxytoca ) LR MAYELE T DED B FE IR %
i, 2016 4, de Paiva =2 T 165 1DNA WFHEA 43
X DED i 25 R {8 B 5 10 25 S I 3R 0F A7 4 0 1 A= 9 &
L, DED &3 1Y &5 B AR 6 v SRR BE T 1] =F BE 3G, T i
T AETE BT TR 1R 1] Bk b R S N R 3
P2+ R K I DED A8 & AR 2% 5 A W b A 8 oo i 3
shannon 7§ % & ¥, DED £ & R 3£ DL #% X[ % 4 3R
('staphylococcus lugdunensis ) ARIRFHFTE (delftia) ASEAE
TRFFH ( corynebacterium jeikeium ) R 15 P A
YRR 3 8 258 vy, fakt R 32 3K 10 IR 508 D) 2 % A 4 K A
(streptococcus mitis ) | ] 2 % {5 ¥ 8 7 ( pseudomonas
mendocina ) 2 R ICF AT 10 Fhis A= ¥ 9 AN FE EFEE S, H
EARI RS FAAAE S 22 5, JF H DED B IR Ry h
ML R DU R W] 2 TR 2 K35 . 2019 4F, Dong
AE PR 168 rDNA WU PP HE AR K T 47 {5116 A R ) B
[ 15 ( meibomian gland dysfunction, MGD) H& 3 Fl 42 4 il fR
MEENRFBMAREAR, SR EI, £ KFE L,
MGD 35 H JEERE T ) AV T T 11 A8 AR X 3 B8 Wt 3 1y 1%
WA R TR T IR AR G 3 3 2 351K 1 X IR AL 5 o o K OF
b, MGD F8 75 7 % BR 127 ) 1 Bl i 74 )& ( sphingomonas )
f=F B b 2 T MR HRARAT TR R R R AR, [
AFLi AR OR FAR [) ARG I i, R AT I 9 % B A
W ERATE ATRE RS & MGD =205 BB | 1M 4 75 (0 3 45
BRTEFEEAS T3 BT 7 0 5 MGD I 12 25 A G % . 2020
4, Andersson %P R 165 rDNA JUFFHE A K0 T 67 1]
MR RBE M FEAS, 5 IH B = 5 DED 835 1Y IR 3R
A= I E 22 REE KO b 3 AR 5 I I S 0 2 A B Ty
Xk B A 200 1 A bR a5 0 , i 2 ST 1T ( bacilli ) DU B 5
RHEHSZ M DED BRE MM EEY R EYD., 5
Andersson %[251 HBIE 5T 25 H- 211 , Zilliox %‘?”ﬂ #:0 DED %4
B 39 ] 78 MR AR FRAEA & B, B R FT 14 2 DED B 3%
AR 2R A DL 4 R
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NI BRI ZE 451 T L, 7 35 DR A B AR T LA H AT

HRE 5 350 BR S B2k WA I 28 Ak, AR FI & R T 1Y) 2 Al
R EE TR AT e o DA DT O & A AL R T
TR,
1.3 R VIR (trachoma) J& /A1 V9 IR & JF 4K ( chlamydia
trachomatis, CT) JEY FEVLIR A, B G BN LB E
MEZEREKE, DIROFEEAEBEILH EERMEZHER
2 G RIRIE T T IR M T A B 3R e VD IR R
MR A E P e 25 4 PR BF 5 v A A6 ™ B R PR, PRI, 2%
PRIZH B AR R FRATTHIE 5T V0 R 18 5 IR BB 1 2E W B % 5 4 1Y
HEHEARTE

2014 4, Zhou %5 3@ 5 16s rDNA M JFF A, fE VPR
WATHEIX Y 105 24 X LA RRR TR F IR R b, R BT
JET 22 11 610 JE B A9, TE AN ERES T 1% 9 8
o, 80% 2 5 H T AFAERIRAT I & BRI T8 N IR AT I
J& %G BR R L 2 AT 8 (bacillus ) AT K K E B
(ralstonia) ; H:, & B VD HR A J5 1A Jk e 5 240 147 22 1 4 9
A BRARAE T M BE BR A R 8GN AT 5G. 2019 4F, Pickering
ST 165 rDNA WU F0TE 45 B P 3 A H R | 43l
TEJLEE R ARE ARSI T 7 B R0 35 R {1 R e it 2B
FEAS, AR L 16 S M VD IR A & S BUR A
B . A5 4k | W I FT 1 ( haemophilus ) & 4E 5 471 18 [ AH
K AH 5 IESPEVP IR TEOC s AE RN T TR PR VD IR A 3 Y IR
T2 TR 22 R AR, B PR T TR S A A X = RS n, HL =
JEEBE I AT R 55 R BB AR P08 S K e SO A O

25 R VO IR A SR A SR e AR T IR A e o e
R BRIRAT 2R 55 TR i A, NI 5 A VD IR AR
s T IRATT Y IR IR K R AL AR, ER, H AT
XoF TV IR A Jir A e e 5 R 8 i 2 0 7 8 A ) A 50 08
AR Ayl i — T
14HMIRERER A, 2 A A DRGSR
(blepharitis) |18 4 VH %€ 4% ( chronic dacryocystitis ) R
Hr— 21 2 5 1iF ( Stevens—Johnson syndrome |, SJS) 25 HiAth
AR Fe g IR Akl () — A EE B R F B, V2t
FER AT DRI TR | R MG 2% A, (H 2 0 H JE AR 21 0
ZHDPEY | Lee SV RN X HG 2 R 0 2 B R AL 5T R &
I, ST FEAL AR L | 06 98 A8 IR R N R AT B0 /D | i
BRI BEBKTA ( streptophyta) (B PR AT T 1K W4 T 1) A X
FEERIAN ;2018 4E |, Jiang 45 (Al 7 ST E— 2 K BR, B
FIG xR PN ™ OB B 0BG O, R K A Bk
( staphylococcus — epidermidis ) F1 2 K # fF &
( corynebacterium macginleyi) /K = Ft 5 . 18 1H 98 R &
i LT , 5 5 A5 26 7
AT, Bguchi 5 4N IR A 0072 ALK
ek Bep KT R KR T ( haemophilus
parainfluenzae ) | WARE, U EEZRAERKRARE
(veillonella) ; BLAM VEH B 34T T 3 R Z IR B 259036
7 B EAE N8 S A W RE A, e 30 A B0 R TR ) 3 et o
B0 SIS B ULAE ™ 5 A B2 R AN RN, BB T 3 e ik
30% , 38 % & 25 W B R R IR 51 R 112 Zilliox
SN SIS B MR AL IS R, 5T% 1 SIS
/0 — BIRIEh A Ve vs LA & 5k A o 32, iRy
5ot R G 27 5 1E (lax eyelid syndrome, LES) " SRE SRR
SiE B A I R Zilliox 2P0 SR FH 22 3k IR 4 AR X6
LES M B AT 58, & B IR AT B2 LES S8 UL A% 4H

2092

P, FEARTES PRZ — P DL A0 P 0 34 1 MR S s
BWFTNH, RPEN T 0 RAE I 2 5] ZFARE R,
EAR AT R 16S tDNA S5 PR e e 3R 8 1A kAT T %
LR ALAGY 0 e A B0, B R AT TR e SRR TR AR R
BMAYRE T EE R EN S, TS 55 kKB RE
R, XS 5E R 2 B D 20 B R AE 1 22 IR e P IR 3 0
(499 S AR 12 W v A B FH A AL, I R e i A A
PR PG, TR B R AR I AR
2 IR TR

FHES TR R Z) B 8 T BRI 5 32 g, MR P 1AL o -+
VR J55 5 5 PR 7 A, 52 802 052 i 1) vl RE R e /N IRt
KT MR NBIR AR AR @ EIEOLT , BT IR
ZEIE AT IR AR 2F LA R 2R B A TR
TEEIR A, 5l S A A A 2ot Y E A HIR PR A5 25 S 3L
HR P9 JE o A ke e X HIR P 9 A 9 O i 5 &2
LETPAENR P R R A A B R L o HAB IR P A AR 5T i L
AR,
21 BRI MRS —Fh)™ @B 7 i, 8 LY
MR P AR P TR B R 3 S R AT A ]
RE2TIEAR N R 1Y %4 AUAESE I 2013 4R AT 600 277
USRI R 5, AR AE PR I S SO R P 4% B 1R iR L
T, AER, B S M T R Y3 3R i IR N R TUE )
Rz T iEATYAE A ™ B BB . 1995 4, —IRAF 58 Sk AL 42
FGE I 532 % HIR PN 98 R8O R PN Al A 0 2R A T A & R
69.3% FF K A B , #5309 B 4 R 2 g )
B, %o 3 5 AR PN 2R RS I BE P S B (R, 2 3
PRI A0 B AR TE R P 48 i iy FH Sl AR e S

FLTE 2015 4, Lee % R HIFET 168 tDNA 7 1) %
FER A F AT 21 B AR S5 AR P 2R 3 1 B B AR R A A 7 4
W A5 A 14 013 55 5 RAE 2% VIA G R R
2016 4F , M AR X AN AR Y R BB (5 B S TR ),
i1 U )RR 1) B K SO B AR BR AR 433l 24T 16S rDNA
e 3E W TR O R AN B R SR L AT AR I, 45 2R 168
rDNA P EARALE 5 FlARA Rz BH P 2k 100% , 3% 5
FLATHFN T 1 5 14 A MO 240 TR R PR S A A s 3 B TR
& Sy % BR AR B ER TR R TR o Gandhi 5
K HIHTS HAR % 75 B GEARURR G PR IR P 48 R85 10 3 B 4R
REASHEA TN, & B 73.7% 14 8 FLE AR Sy B 4 1) 8
= HYS AR A, b ith 55 8 i ) & L W]
% & (exserohilum sp.) MK HE B EENHE,
Kirstahler %“‘”Fjﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬂﬁﬂwﬁ@ﬂ T H N FEF A BB
T I T ) 5 IR AR R B IS AR AR A B E T 14 B AR
Frhy 12 FIR) B N AR R A Bk 6 f, 28k
W ( enterococcus faecalis ) 2 1, K4 & ¥0 57 [ B ( serratia
marcescens ) 1 il , 25 2 f #T B ( paenibacillus ) 1 #], 3 Ifil P4
2 BRI ( staphylococcus hominis ) 1 4], A K 1 451 [ Bsf Ja%
Z R IR (45 R A 5B (moraxella catarrhalis ) 1
IR ET (micrococeus luteus) 25, WF 5% 2 B 72 FL R 4H £ K
2 AR P VRRR AR 43 o] DL IR S A% Y A8 B A ]
ERIE R .

ZE LA X FIR R A8 5 BT R T IOR A L
T, 7 PR 2 B AR SR AT i ) 9 i TR R 3R ik SR H
FEDR A A AT LU IR 9 9890 I A 1 3 Bk A T, B
HEEMIGIKE L,
22 FEMER AR (uveitis ) & & 5 H K 1Y 32
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JEPR 22— 5 AT BRI 10% ~ 15% 7 BIE M4
FEE A B0 D R A ) L 3 52 2 e o0 T g P e 2 %, T
— AT PR | 4T 4 E O AR 1 BR WA R R
B ARGR I T B AR A B AR b, B BR R
FRAE S AE R, 7 B PR 20 5 R PR HCAE AN RO T 15 55 19 1 O
T, BIA]XRE A A 80 DNA AT e 0 BT 10 7 R e
P 4 I A T 5T PP 2 BBk AR A AL

2016 4, Doan %5 R FH 22 3 AL H AR KA T 6 il
Y 25 AR R A O TR NV AS (P g 1 910 S0
BT B SUAN 0 7 2 T 8 R ) A R R R, R BRI R
B2 BT 25 SLAIE S53% 5 B 2 A T 3 e T, BL A i 12
TR TR B R 1 1 o e 8 AR A R R Tk B R
AT 19 (510 5 B % H A B B A B AR Bl AR W kAT 7
e DR ZEL N P AN, 465 5 & B 7 00 4 SR O BE e, He 3
Bl Sk K S5 =75 IR JE 92 iR B ( varicella—zoster virus, VZV) , H.
Xt 3 61 VZV BIARACK ] PCR B AR ST AIE , 45 5 72 5
PRI P45 R —3, X R RN A A ZE—FIEE A
SRR BRI AR, Besh , B R KRR AR S
TR DR R VR B AT IR 2R A — 0% 13 491] B e vk
R R MR AR RS S 13 A fd R B A T 2 R R A
HEAR IR ER BEHENETERE
(faecalibacterium ) | L ¥T B J& ( bacteroides ) . & 12 & J&
(lachnospira) F1J8 B ¥k B J& ( ruminococcus ) A9 =F B 1 7,
SR, FC T 8 (prevotella ) F1EEER 8 19 =5 BE BN, /7 %
A3 7 A R R D R AT BL AR VR 5 2 UL ELAT 2 R
g, DR T 0 3 9 24 240 o 1] e S A A I AR AT 0

A AT LU I, STEIR N 2 Wb Bt 45 5 25
R, 72 5 DR 2 B AR 0o S e M A 20 B 6 o AT A 8 v 2 W
HERR R, T HARRS T8 IS Wi BOR | HAE 588 R 1) B0
AT A 5 B R
23 HMRAERE HAT, ZRENAEEAREHTIEN
R IR F B RN, 9 T Al — 2L R Py g
PEBR IR IE . Gonzales 45" ] JH 2 35 X 20 VR 18 U )
F2 AR 3K 0 5] £ AR P bk L34 A PR A, R B
FDREIKBESFEAS SR AT DA S 5HR  abk C 97 ey Sk e
R, EE R 16s rDNA 7 57 AR % 8 A P
BFARFSE R RE P A B 27 1128 191 B} 585 1N,
YT ) 2 R TE S ) 22 S K, FH 24 I I 4 R0 1) T
FELS R T I AL, 2018 4, Ham %57 fE — 5
KT 165 rDNA FAXT 9 il A7 10 I A 22 1Y) 2 TR BR g
AR R, 5 16 A AEREE A L, B 245 IR %
A R R A AR FET 1K AR R T
BEan  JEEERE [T AN #5 3 B 1] ( cyanobacteria ) B9 3 B Y /b
TER B AT |, B 145 IR R A= TP A ST 8 A
5 G J& ( burkholderia) 18 B2 82 [C & J& ( theinheimera ) Fll
THBR T (micrococeus ) FYEREERE N, LI FWFoT 200, Z 3 A
2 AR X — S R P J G T 0 1 D AR A R
LWIER R,
ILLEMEE

AR ke A 4 %o HIR B 19 1 2 PR S 3 R L AT
] A5 AL AT 25 P LR B R 58 A AR, AT S BOIR e >
AL FAEGH A IR H AN B A TUH D &
FE b B IO 35 5 B AT R D0 A A v i Bir A AR W, A B
FH N4 Jo2E 5 B F SR A W, nT LT 2y s a]
FERRAE FMAE G T R MU BL R, 457 B IR A

HAYT . FRTAYRIESE R T, 2558 K 2 BORTE th 4 T L F0TAT
o BRI 5 S 1Y) AR JIRE A IR PR3 R o 7 TR 7 A5 MR ) o
WA W P ROR B3 HMER T & T A2 B HoR
I AN X A R D A R g 5 | g MR I, 2 R PR
2 HOR AT eSS H R oA R R I T B, A7 B T bR
TR B, B Bt SR FH T (37 S >

SR, H I B DA A 2 B H T IR BRI 12 I8 v A
LA IBAFAE—SE Ry BRI A0 . (1) v A B 7 % ik PR A
BRI T IRBHRG 12 Wr B9 HOR R, 75 JE DR AL AG I AR
vl it 2 HAR R AL G BURE 7\ DNA 42 B 5
& B R R SR BRI B L g — 1
BRI g S PRV FE I I WA A T Y S
S A I TR TR R AT e e AR, TRl
L PR 2H g A I 8 X0 5 S P15 b i AT B R7 91  AAv) —
KGR HRAE R ] BE - BB Y 5l 1 U iR
2 AT MG PR Hedn, Li 451 7E 16 fli e it
FARE AR R 4 {51 % JE2H RE A 119 7k DR A B al v R B, 2
2.4% WP R BeAS BRIV R TAE AT & 0 A I A Wy HE PR 2
M T RIS L) . WER SR A AE KA 5 4y, AR AT
RET P AR AU, S T i e 5 ik R 2 R AR T
S, BEIARAR CHIFTY , AR 37 ML YE K R I AR AR i
(2) fif = 535 A IR B 3w A= 0 5008 %8, o ik PR R
P90 IS0 A Wy )32 W it A8 B T 56 35 10 D 2R ) B
P, E MRS il 2 3 2l Ak e SRR A
WG PE . AT RS O 2 B 58 5 AR 33X T A
5€, 4 Delbeke 457 5@ it 2R G A I XTI 10a MR % S A
LA ) B HEAT AT 420 LD 22 Rl mT BB A I 1 2
Y, HED, BT &M LI 2 NGS BURIES: TiF 2
AE | MR AR 8 D A% (ELAH DG Y Bicdie B DA 9K L B0
B, AT SO B 22 B R 5000 FH s A L (3)
TR L DR LA ) A FIARCR A s . B, N E £
T2 ) T e HIR 08 2 e AT 2R A0 IR 55, JHE IR 55 1) AR R
HHBEAT R Bk 25 (8], 78— R LR T iZsoR 1Y
) o PSR 2B ERAL e A e 2O 2Ry, T
HIE X AR Bt AT ] BE B A . R, 204 v
oAl € S A T S

Bt 7 5 DR A ARG T R R 1Y) H T i R 5 38 FRATTAR S
TR BE R 2 A AE IR B 2 W b A5 3 iz i 1 B
I R B AR RS s S, B H A A IRy T O 3 s
Tk ZX 0 SR R BT R A TS AR T R R IR YT
FRR VR B0 22 110 S8 A A
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