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B RY: M@ EDEE M (AMD) D ik & B %7 4 I & &
(CNVM) B EMEORAICEET Z3ERICOVWTHE
EiTo 7

MEEHZEAMD (Cx L T CNVM BgrEATE1TLY, 6
PBL LB RBETE /- 55055 B& &1L /-, FinE
B, BEROSHERULOEHMOSVHLETD
CNM G, BEaZF RO LEICH Y, HERN» 03 T
EVWIDEBEMETEDEL 2. ¥ logarithm of the
minimum angle of resolution(log MAR){R D &, F#,
HWAHRTFTOEED S FivTk TOLM, 781 log MAR
7, CNVM R, FHRBEREE, #T510 CNVM AN O EEE,

9

BEHEFEHE, AN T T - ERERARR,
FMAHE, CONVM OB R EOHEBEEHRETL 1.

B R:@aiEAhs R G TaiiE s E < CNVM &
PP EVNHOEBRTHIEIRVWERRIENIPEBEO N

& R AMD (Z3T 2408 CNVM REM T, 5E
FlEBERTHIE, &) BORBEAPEBESh D Z EHH
ShEk -7, (AIRSEE 104 : 489—494, 2000)
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Abstract

Purpose : We investigated the influence of vari-
ous factors on visual results in patients undergoing
surgical removal of choroidal neovascular mem-
branes (CNVM) caused by age-related macular de-
generation (AMD).

Subjects and Methods : This study was per-
formed in 55 eyes of 55 patients who underwent sur-
gical removal of CNVM for AMD and followed
them for 6 months or more. The criterion for surgi-
cal eligibility was active subfoveal choroidal neovas-
cular membrane of 0.5 or more disc diameter above
the retinal pigment epithelium with visual acuity of
0.3 or worse. We investigated the influence of vari-
ous factors on the logarithm of the minimum angle
of resolution (log MAR) final visual acuity. The fac-
tors were age, symptom duration, preoperative log
MAR visual acuity, CNVM diameter, mean deviation

with visual field analyzer, previous laser treatment,
posterior vitreous detachment, findings of indocy-
anine green angiography, operative complications,
and recurrence of CNVM.

Results : Better preoperative visual acuity, short-
er symptom duration, and smaller CNVM diameter
were correlated with better postperative final visual
acuity.

Conclusions : Surgical excision of subfoveal CNVM
may be the better therapeutic choice in selected
cases with AMD. (J Jpn Ophthalmol Soc 104 ;: 489—
494, 2000)

Key words : Subfoveal choroidal neovascular mem-
brane, Vitrectomy, Exudative age - re-
lated macular degeneration, Surgical
criteria, Final visual acuity
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degeneration : LLF, AMD) (2 %3 % T i 413 BT &
BEWR oz &6, KETIE AMD 1283 2 Fly
ZaF L CiEMR R A E ST & 72—, BAETIE
B ORER DR EERTL 72, 1996 EORH 59, HED
E S 09 O C UL B B AF R AR ST & 7.
B, SE AR89 O BRI S © 13 AMD 42 R O @ iR %
B A 1009 W B 24 % AT o 7o R, T B AR AR AT LS
LT, MEerH, 8612 ATHETSZ 12
PHETHHED 0.1 RiGOAEFA31% H 5 Z L & Hh
L 72 AMD (25X 2 R s 6T A= i 5 e B 24 1, s BE)
LR W BE EREIZ 3 5 Tl & WIS, X ) R BkiE%x
4C quality of life B2 FHRCRITAIELR S LW, L
L, FliEiT-oTH 0.1 KiGOIEFIA31% IHbZ &
A % AR LR o A R aPa = e R o T (e
Wiz 7z e, KFArAT quality of life 21585 FiliTéHh 5
LWV EBIREBOLERATVWREWEIIZERSL. F 2T,
%% Eﬁiﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ: AT L, i OFi s, ﬁw&%ﬁlh
FTHERIZOWTHRE L7z THET

I &% &k

TH7AE3 A2 S 94 10 A £ TIZ HA KB
T BE TR T ARFAM 217V, ik 6 2 H DL B4R #1526
~37 9 A) DT &7z AMD 55 # 55 IR T & 5. 4 i 1d 50
~81 i T, B 35 iR (50~81 ), £ 1 20 M} (52~79 i#%)
THbH.

TS 0, LT O IR BB BT AR 1ML 5 1% (choroidal
neovascular membrane : LA T,CNVM) T & % 2 &,
CNVM A3 LTt LEO LICKRETa b 2 L,
T IA LA 2GR R (fluorescein angiography & BL
F,FA)BMICHEE L GEORLYH S Z &, CNM O
EVFOSIHELLETH B &, WNATHIMN0.3LLTT
HHEZEDOSEMG M -TLOE LB, 10T
LSO CNVM IZH§ % L — = R 2T hh T
B, PLEEE ST CNVM Th - 72, #g T g %
o ZZREGNE, Sl o2 & Bk L7z,

CNVM Ha®& LD Fi2dh 5 2 & iE, CNVM 27
ﬁ', iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘f’ﬁt’“fﬁﬂﬁT CREELTHY,CNVM JHH

LA M R Ml KB A% 5 2 L, FA T CNM
inﬁl dark rim &N B EFE LEOMGIARDH L
ZELREIZL S THETLZY.

iR 8l OFFE, Tl & O R E T80, mfe T
N ANECEDHED ST 72 RN I, P EE L ©
M 206 50 L 72, #0203 @ 1 52 1213 logarithm
of the minimum angle of resolution (LT, logMAR) %
My, log MAR=log (1/A 8B 6 HIB L, 8% =
i % log MAR #17 —#idi log MAR D & L, U EE=
—0.2 2HNYE, —0.2<WERE<0.2 THNIAE, &F
BE=0.2 =D EALE L7 F 7, Hi#f log MAR 817512
T B R E MG L2 wEt o E A, AR, I T o

HERZRE 104 75

HEA ST ol M ), # b log MAR #77,
CNVM #££ (5L ¥ #£), Humphrey visual field analyzer (2
X % central 10-2 % J \» 72 2 3 #4155 1% £ (mean devia-
tion . LA, MD) &, #7 il @ CNVM ~ @ 5 &t [5 & 47 4,
Weiss ring 7* 5 fE 72 L 72 # 306 T- R340 8 (posterior vit-
reous detachment : DA F, PVD) O F M, oo £ > F ¥

= » ) — v 3E ¥ (indocyanine green angiogra-
phy CLUFLIA) AT R & A&7z CNVM o 3 B M oo #2 %,
Mrife 2R 2 RS 2 T & OFAE CHEBEFTFL., He 05 H)
BlE & BERERY AR HYIEAE , RIS T ME) o0 A7 4, CNVM @
FROAED 10 B E L #aifgoMmds L LT, #i,
i 344,3,6, 120 H, LAk 62~ A T & (2 ), IR #2
5, MD #48, FA & IA 17 7.

CNVM @Ak & &3, FAEH TCNVM I # o kX
AL, A oME2 1 20LHEE L ClRBE L IA
6 &7z CNVM OGO 08 1E, T M Ak R L 1
WS HRIN S BHEOEERIRT L O, 1 B RH o Aos b0k
ERT L0, M RAHBICOABIOEEL KT L0, IV E
PNTHhoOBHIZ T AERIEE RE ViDL W
IV EEOHTELYOSHEE v,

T4k /7 1%, Thomas 52 @ H:I2HE U Tirv, 612
W2 AR 7 U, A KSR IR Il HUE IR, #ir3t H
oy FEL B BKREIRTIERASYH 25
Aoy bR 407 EVF 7o BRI RN, #3011 13 60 i
VLE, iEcid 50 bl B & L, 535 R 64% (2 BFHI L 7-.
TSR REIRTH -2 b 02 ], #H, HHET
Mz ST 72D FD 2 &, BARMARIROHKE I
76% Tdh -7z,

KAk, o MUE 3 B 13 Fisher @ 1 3 7 37 5185 1%,
paired t @ % V£ unpaired t %, Pearson @ #1 B8 £ £
# %\ Z Spearman NEAZ A P AR L o0 45, B [l 494 &
1, p<0.05 2 HEEH D & LI

I &5 ES

1. WIRIERD, MAREE, THED

WA T, 0.5 BLEiZ 0%, 0. 1~0. 4 1 38%, 0. 1 A
1% 62% T - 72 A%, 4 e B W HL T,0.5 BLE 1 20%,
0.1~0. 4 i 56%, 0. 1 il 13 24%, A& H T,0.5 L E
1 13%, 0. 1~0. 4 It 55%, 0.1 Al 12 32% I HhTw
72 (X 1).

PSR, R T, 8 71%, NE 22%, EAL
7%, B BLT) T, YO8 56%, N 29%, EkL 15% Th - 72
(4 2).

SR, AT 0.07, BeE A h 018, R
0.13 L HNUHDOFLEE L/ S Ao 7225, MTATH I IZ <
T B (p<0.0001) , Fe A2 811 (p<0.0001) iZv 3 h
LA TITEHE L Tz X 3 IH e 4T, fio ik
RAETHH. MO LMIZ75% 5 4 >, Foiix25% 5 4
YD LT —1295% & 5% T4 Y ERT.
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K2 JmEMRA, &EREAHOLE.
[ wemstich W w#sl)
% logarithm of the minimum angle of resolution (log-
MAR) # — il logMAR #H)=—0.2 ## hdtk L L
7l

2. &&= log MAR 17 £ 1781 log MAR R & MRS

5 log MAR#D & #idiflog MAR #) & OB % R
L=bDOHX4TH5H. AHMEH(y=0.283+0.4x,R=
0.350,p=0.0088) &,y=x & DL M T x=0.47(A#H
11%90.35) T - 72. e i log MAR #1 & O AHBI I, iy
il log MAR #1A3R4F (R = 0. 350, p=0. 0088) , 7k 1iij 1 ]
A4 < (R=0.360, p=0.0070) , i fif MD %% EA&f (R=0. 303,
p=0.0288) Td - 72. CNVM A/ & { (R=0.208,p=
0.1283), FEWE AT VW D D (R=0.145, p=0.2905) (T & f&
Hlog MARBN D BIFTH o 2R TS &
Pol(ED. AL >ORMEFHOKRIIEKLD
9 ThY, MR 7 E 0GB E(R?=0. 263,
p=0.0066) i, & log MAR #$1 = —0.155+0.314 x
(Al log MAR #17) +0. 026x (T ) +0. 019x (CNVM
&) —0. 005x (ffRTMD) +0. 004x (4Eii) & L TfRH6 7.

3. B®# log MAR 871 &£ #7871 log MAR 871 & DOEF

¥ log MARM D E D& - 72 H @1, #7 6T log-
MAR #JJ A% B (R=0. 364, p=0. 0063) , 1 fiif Y1 ] 7% 45
v (R=0.259, p=0.0460) , CNVM A5/~ & 25 72 (R=
0.242, p=0.0474). # §f MD 2 BiF % 3 » (R=0.257,p

P D o B YE O M B\ S BN - B 191
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H3 WS, BEEh. REAHOEE FE.

WRTBL I e TR EH I (p<0.0001), #H#H )1 (p<
0.0001) & 124 B IS (Paired t ME).
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HinTogMARHBL ) (NEL)
4 AT log MAR A ERE log MAR R A D HHES
o iy
y=0.283+0.4%x,R=0.350,p=0.0088 &, y=x £ D
ZEtiiE log MAR=0.47 (D EaER D @ #0.35)

=0.0656) R AER AL VD O (R=0.123,p=0.3699) 1T &
e log MAR L b RIFTd - 7245, HMIEMEET &
o 72 (37 2) . CNVM FEA/ S W Il TLd i ail MD A% R
A = 72 (R=0.394, p=0.0039) . 4 i log MAR #J7 #%
WHERFNE MD A5 EBAF (R=0.371, p=0.0068) TH - 7=. 4
W, AT (R =0. 089, p=0.5177), CNVM#E (R =0. 079,
p=0.5661), #iff MD(R=0.081, p=0.5676) &, VT h
DERIZN LTHMMEA LD 572, T b 520 0]
SGHOWHBERIE2OLITHY, MTEHE 7T
JRBIBUZ R*=0.211,p=0. 0466 Td - 7=.

4, AT log MAR RAOLRAKREE (BRED) LD
E3fES

WA log MAR #17) & #2036 BE (e #e i) & o B4R
R L7bOAH5 TH D, HIBEH(y=0.368—0.536
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F1 &a&log MAR RALBREE EOEBRML, EEEHT
PER HMFRE(R) [145 447 p il [l AR B T [0l J 44T p fili
AT logMAR #h 0. 350 0. 0088 0.314 0. 0469
gl 0. 360 0. 0070 0.026 0.0310
CNVM %% 0. 208 0.1283 0.019 0. 8693
MD 0.303 0.0288 -0.005 0.880
A fil 0. 145 0. 2905 0. 004 0.5373
Pearson PR %ELd % (& Spearman MR HH B AR £ oo H e 45 3L 2 MR B (R) & Wl 44T
p T, FE K 54T 45 58 % WFRAREL, E 587 p T34 . log MAR : logarithm of the
minimum angle of resolution CNVM : R#&BEEF A MM MD : SEHHg IR
F2 Ei#tlog MAR D ERFHER & ORBAH, ERBH T
S A (R) Al 234 p fiE 7] 95 47 5L i [0]45 54 p i
T logMAR #0) 0. 364 0. 0063 0.356 0. 0392
0 i 0 0. 259 0. 0460 0.018 0.1697
CNVM % 0. 242 0.0474 0.091 0.4767
MD 0. 257 0. 0656 -0.002 0.7623
S 0.123 0. 3699 0.003 0.6938
Pearson PR %8 % v+ 13 Spearman NFRAH B4R B0 BE &5 8 2 MR EL(R) & [ 547
p T, B e 4301 O 9L % PR, E VR 5T p I TaT.
RN
- F Do 5 FEH 22w Tid, unpaired t ¥isE TH &%
oz (3. REEDEZLE L THDL &, LEEIE
5 WATH 0.11 & Y HifT BT 0.25 & B o7 Lo L, ek
£ -257 Bl B 77 80 0 CNVM 75576 5 (1/10 I < 10%) & , Y68 [ 9
2 B 47 90 0 58 36 (5/45 I < 11%) & > BV A7 32818 %
E B Ho 72 (p=0.7107).
PVD #%d % EH T2 A& 270,15 &, & WAEH]
i 0.13 X Y Biro72.PVD 258 5 6 0 #a ki 22 2 0 T
¢ 5 4 BF 4 (0/22 1 © 0%) %, PVD 2% 22 U 1 00 1 JE (8/33
¢ R @ 24%) L KRTHEICA R Do 72 (p=0.0114).
-1-750 s . \s 5 TA @ 1% 38 [, T1 89 4 4 R, TIT 2894 6 HR, TV %43 7

(1.0) (0.3) (0.1) (0.01)

riilogMARST) (NEARTD)

H5 wIEMRAREE EMTETlog MARRADIEEY 5 7.
HRE<—0.2 Z20%, —0.2<BHE<0.2 A E, I
#E=0.2 # Bl
y=0.368—0.536 x, R=0.415,p=0.0017 &,y=0 &
DEEIZVERITHO.20THD,y=—0.2 L OF
ML HEAITRO0.09,y=0.2 L DA HIE PR
T 0.50 Th o7z,

(0.03)

x,R=0.415,p=0.0017) &,y=0 & OEHIZLEB N T
#0.20THY,y=—0.2 &£ D3P EMIITH 0.09,
v=0.2 L ORI VEHITH 0.50 TH - 7.

RTdH -7 A DR TIZBEHN 0.13 £,IVH0.10
LD RETH -2 IV BT, Wit 0,09 12T,
AL 0.10 LB oW HE L - 72 (p=0.6521).1
BT, #AT#A7 0,08 12T, 5 0. 13 A IS
L TWw/z(p=0.0044). 72, IV BTz HOETH» 5
FitrE TOMMAN 14, 011, 7 CEHH £ ¥R ) 22 H ]
ELIROMM (7554 1M IV AERICE,-72(p=
0.0062).

B FMAHEL LT, WHEMIL 2 R, S8k o 4 1)
R B AP A F- AR BEAE 1 HE, BRI I 2 AR (R 8 R15%,
BEHV)PEDHoT. TNLOFORBEMIIZ0.09 TH
0, EIHEO T WHID 0.15 & T o 72, T 72, Fily
GORED D o 72610 PVD(0/8 i)t © 0%) A%, Fli 45 i 4%
B OBEEE (23/47 ] © 49%) L ERTHEIC A d o
7z (p=0.0086).

CNVM OHERIZ6 B 11% i2d - 2. BRI LTI,
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®3 BHABLERRAHEOHR

AL el AL o g (p 1H)
Sk — 0.11%0.05 SN ] + 0.25=0.10 0.0744
PVD - 0.12+0.06  PVD + 0.15%0.08 0. 3661
IADTH 0.13£0.07 TA®DIVE  0.10=0.06 0. 1068
B OFIE — 0.14+0.06 riifaE + 0.09 =0. 04 0. 3043
58— 0.14+0.06 FR3E + 0.09=0.05 0. 2388

PVD : a1 u

F4  WRIRA 0L EE 01K & DB
Wi <0.1  pfl

ATl =0.1

- iy (i) 63.1%+7.4 67.2+8.2 0.0673
WA (H) 6.9+4.2 9.4+6.6 0.0919
CNVM & (FLEEE) 1.2+0.4 1:.5+0.5 0.0239
MD (dB) -8.9+8.0 -14.4+8.6 0.0297
et 0.26+0.12 0.13+0.07 0. 0003
et 0.21+0.11 0.10%0. 06 0. 0003

S+ B

unpaired t }5E

FOMBEE 3 B W I GEEE R T T4l 2 B AR L 7228, il
1112 0.09 EMFIHLI 0.10 X DK T L CTwi.

6. fiATIRAH 0.1 LI EDIER &, 0.1 KiFmDAER & D
3 s walo) id

AT A3 0.1 BL LS fl &, 0.1 AKis O B & D i
BN % 4 A (unpaired t #E) &, F#i (p=0.0673)
L (p=0.0919) IZIXFEAEIFZ L2 VL DD, CNVM %
(p=0.0239) ¥ MD(p=0.0297) Cl3FEENH o7z, €
OFEFE, T RTBL AT AT 0. 1 A i B T ld fe i1 ) 0. 13,
BHAH0. 10T H 575, 0. 1LL EOFERITIE, iR 0. 26,
WS 0.21 EAEICRIFABRDIE SN (F4).

IV % %

AMD @ CNVM (Zaf L CThZidiThbh s L5 ilk -
7298, el & F ol Fabds, B4 i a3
BORLERIZOVWTOFM R ERShTwiwn,
MM I2 2w T, Thomas & (41 IR, 57~87 i, 2~
30 A H o> f M 81 52) 13, 97 A 12 20/40 B 1= 2% 5%, 20/100
~20/50 A% 10%, 20/200 L T 5% 85% T & - 7= A%, #Hi % (%
20/40 LA_EA% 5%, 20/100~20/50 7% 7%, 20/200 LA T 7% 83
% &, HiHl & D WETHIDPET LR EERL TS,
gt 5 2 (5408, 44~88 %) 1&, #7AT 0.1 LLF A 85% TH -
T W Hm3IPHTIZOIUTA70% ETRALTH
D, Thomas 52 £ D R BIF LRz HEL TS 45
[E D5 H03, T 0.1 BAE 76%(0.5 B L% 20%),
BB T 0.1 BLE 68%(0.5 BLEA13%) &, iy |
R Thols. e X IUTAHAL L, ORI i
77 0.03~0.08 TdH - 7245, I TIE 0.1~0.4 12,
BAEHL T 0.07~0. 3 12504 LT 7z, TARRES, #8

unpaired t M T = BHEGE A
IA: A7 F¥7ov i) —r8%El

BN R EPRE D 0 BRICHEROLEIITE 2V
A%, Thomas & & ) BIFR#ERTHL LV L9 maith
HCHARTEBBHDTHNPBE T L Cwd, CoKKE
IZ, FINBEOHEST, CNVM FE%, fe st 2 Mt % b1
PRI OEH 2 LS5 LTwitBbh
BRI, 60 mE L b O dE B & 1 A B EE T o
W & LTz, 50 [COIERI D % A3t IZ N BE %
EL,BESDPET LT F/42,CNVM 24 L
2GR AMRTH, BN LY EEBEIPFETLTw
72, 250, feis oMt LR kRSB RO 2
MOMSbEZLND.

KA, FlidIs & <R EMATHLIIC DTG L7z, 3K
B & & AMD 28§ A iRt &, Wit 143 0.2
PLEZ &, SN ME T3 20 fEtEA W 2 & & Ha 4l
LTwab, 40, i log MAR #77 & 471l log MAR #1
h e oMRER L2 4, #iHT log MAR #$1) & #1808
BE (e i) L o BIR %R L7z 5 25, firaiti 0.35
PFCEM AT A, NS VIdE#ENCBw
TR % HEFE, BT E A WHEMEDYR SN/ FEE S
UL T CNVM ERI 81 IRZ MR & LT,0.3 0 F %
FHOEIE E LA, Zo®omigEOH (1~3 2 1)
WA EL, AR T ZBEIEIBR1% Lk
ol LW Lz, A, #rardio 0.1 B Lo %E#)
TIL, 0. 1 R OIEFNIC LR THBEICRFLH D2 NS
NTWa, LT, IhbooffREEZGbENIT,
WIATHRAIAT0.3 LLF % Filfdiis & L, 0.1 B E o8l A
HDI)BIZFMET) OPRYHLEZ .

A1, 4y % O 00 S O BEE R, e AR T 71%, e
HWHT56% THhodz. L2L, itk mE#HIIZ0.18,
RAHIE0.13 &, Wit 0.07 XD FRIZEEL T
Wb O, UFEOREIZNZIVLDOTHo7. 2O L
b, BIF il #8500 ERIZOWTHE L
7o, TORE, BB IR AR LA, #y
AR 2380, CNVM B2/ S WiER] 2 IR huid, &
DERVWERHIBPEONRL LW LD b o K
B IO EAL & CNVM & i3l b - 72 (R
=0.170, p=0. 23) 2%, fly ek Bl & i i (R=
0. 699, p<0.0001) % 4F # (R =0. 427, p=0.0018) & 1L
BY L7z L35 L Qv 2. &lnl, Al MD 13, & log MAR
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B OMIZHIE(R=0.315,p=0.0191) 2% b, i &
MIEETLEEREREEZ TV 5. L2 LERI,

0.7165), i fii MD (R =0.093,p=0.4976) &, W§Fh D%
Hicxt LCTOHHB R I &b, i3
THRVWEREEZ bR

7 i 0 gk [ 1, 10 [ 18% (2, HhLi 4t @ CNVM 12
% LT CNVM 2 REER % 17 - T 7225, O @il o i
AT LA, Filixiro 720 TH - 72 Lh
L, HULE FISOREE AT b LT {, o0 T I2 33 10m
B Wizo, BERE 2T TWikd o 2R & 0 ek
OB RP o720 EE 2 SN D, kR T I3HH
L7z CNVM &AM L T b 728, CNVM B2 1
ZHHR S O P o CNVM 253 5% L, CNVM @ 5678
ed3h/z. Loy L, CNVM B35 (1/10 R : 10%) &, okt
EIERATH O F 53 (5/45 11 © 11%) & ORI H EEE
%< (p=0.7107), Z Aid Thomas 5*DRER L —F L
TWAIJADQIR L IVH L TRERDICAEEZ TS
Polzb D, IVETOHNGEOREIIL Aoz,
COBME LT, IVETIERIET 25 T4 £ TOHIRH
14017 E, IO (7.544. 10 H) X0 A
MIZED 5 72 (P=0.0062) 728, CNVM DG B O T
R LEEREENL Dm{AELTWL o & HER
L7z,

£ [, 7 ] 4 B 22 (R*=0. 263, p=0.0066) & L T, i’
log MAR #77 = —0. 155+0. 314 x (47 i log MAR #)))
+0. 026x (i 141 ) 0. 019x (CNVM#E) —0. 005x (i
MD) +0. 004 x (%4#5) 238%F H 44z, U L, e B Bl
R*=0.26 TH N, it 2 1LiE 26% DFERI L= DY
BORERWI LR EZD L MBRNCHETLL -
ERELERDD S & B b b, Melberg & *'iZ AMD
LAt oo i AR LA S BEE L Tl &2 470, il 8 & CNVM
DAL MAF O & O BIFR % MEaT L 2245 9, ¢ 72 1 45 2%
LG T (N2 72%, TEAL 28%) , 5 P Lo 75 (2 3% 58%, A~
25 33%, 1L 8%) , 71 Ly 8 (S % 63%, A % 33%, B 1k
3%) &, LW TIZH L2 LDOTIENBERAVPARTH S
LHE L TwWaA, 72, Loewenstein & idEd L —H—
MR &i1Z X 5 microperimetry @ ¥ AE 2 1 v, 7 4E 55
WHHAED 9 BT, AMD & CNVM 2120k ) MR ZE o
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