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498100 6x8cm 3x5cm 3cm 51/ f8
498150 6x12cm 3x9cm 7cm 51/ f8
498200 9x10cm 5x6cm 4cm 51/ f8
498300 10%x15cm 5x10cm 8cm 51/ f8
498400 10x20cm 5X15cm 13cm 5%/ %8
498450 10x25cm 5x20cm 18cm 5%/ %8
498600 10%30cm 5x25cm 23cm 5%/ f8
498650 10x35cm 5x30cm 28cm 5%/ %8
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