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Relationship Between Starch Digestibility and its Structure
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AEoA BrstEe] AGFEHA AR (S,
starch)> At o] 71 7ok Al EAleks =4 T
shfolm & B, W 5o ek 1), gt
5o Aol ol o A= A vFFEA AF
T} FE oUR POz 7 T Q3 P oFAho]
TH1). A2 7hdshA] ks woll §al 4] o
A ARAEA 25Ol ¢-1,4 Ao R A
AE AL Ao 7325 7HA = ofdE e A
(amylose)9} @ -1, 64 2] 7FA| 7} Wal &2 AbE
2 o] Fo] %l o} & Al (amylopectin) O = T4 &
o] QATH(1). AEE] -2 AA W Aol A 2
Egor At FrHe JloR 4EA 3l
o 2y AAEE AR 24 540y 7}
3 of] et A2 wEA ke o] 7

5 8o Qe 23084 )% ek 5 20
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9 Scienca and W

HEER 231 5% HEPE Az0( of
w2 A A3} = T _
) RS HL gy e w28 o Yo A5 22 o
(rapidly digestible starch, RDS; Wl s 74 P ERE
FAsAE) Q0 ) 28 i
AH3] sl AE 2ol A s8] 13t ke 2w AolzE W 32 A8
. . - - L or 5B AAH =] S,
(slowly digestible starch, SDS; 3] A3} Selds A48 HuAo Ex‘;_ B A
X]ﬁ:i}*é%ﬂ%) (20‘120%}\}_01—}]\_&) T T o ©° Tl — SRS WAL
ke 1 P ) s R 23bE A R AL ol M ik E A 2t gl v,

(resistant starch, RS; #] 3} %1 &)

(120 Wl 423845 7] 95)

HAE o] B}z op & 9 A9 A&7 o] So|th
(6). A2 ZAof] W2 4312 A H o7 =
F7F A 71 U 0 2 legume ol AR
W POl R QA KSR VPG WS 425
S Ueld= Aoz 42 A SIThe6). Ring 5(7)
SFEFHE, AR, SFEE, AAPEE Y 48
S5 247 100%, 95%, 67%, 15%2FaL K 31845 ©
™ Socorro & (8)< S A, AdE, A A
2FAR] 2SS 2V 74.4%, 75.5%, 15.2%,
49.5%2} 11 KW 3k ).

A AAR Aol A wEA 2315 FE
o Al 287} HA] ek FE7bA] theFsieh AE
& JoFstal V|FE o ® At whel BEshd
27l AstE e AT 425tE R g dEo
2 PR 3L A3tE AR wE A 23 E =
AE} A3 23bE e AR o7 ARste 5= 9l
Th9). S A2 2l A 9] st o) uhet mk=
Al 2~3} =] = - (rapidly digestible starch, RDS; 34>
s, 3] 231E = At (slowly digestible
starch, SDS; A 423 ), 4317} B A4] b2 A%
(resistant starch, RS; #] &) 0 2 - F I THAE 1).

RDSE Aol A W2 A 43} 7] of Q1A U o
YA Ao Z w2 A 8o A ] e H A 7}
&8 A2 F O] O g A §H} SDS+ &
st 7F =2 A Aol 48l B o] o)
Zlef] A P o2 AME-H 7| = oh A% F s
AA3] =ol= FHE 7HA 2 Qlo] vt I
T ASS ST anrl vk By

stak Aol 99s (2014)

I ATH?2, 9). SDSS &

A ket Ty g Bekdst
oltt. 1A 7tEEkA] o A

A 0 7 w3he oA SDSE ko
2 7heel] &l o -ito] RDS
o] SDSEH=FS =0]7] 98k B2 Al =B
I ATHQ2). RSE 2ol A A8t %] b
A aETe) g A dFS
I Q)TH4). RS S of| ube} 4714 2 A &3}
o] 573317 % kel RS1S &40 o)) el ¥ %]
e MER 2o o) EeHe] gl7]e] Bl o
2 Aol oy AES e RS2E A4l A
XS YR = AR E o 7 A&, vlhu
AR o 7 @ AME So] 9111 RS3:= 549
A4 & YeEbl = w38t < @3t R4
shekA WA dito] sl s T2 7t A el 9
3 33 Th24).

AA3) 43E = SDSe A7 715 Aol thst o
5 At7h A s o] gkt sDsE FlAke] ¢k
shdexd, gkl g 753 7HA AL 9l
Q). dgA 57 e AES dey ) A
9] YA S Tt Busta glow dx
) e A E8 SpSelEFo] = Wit R €4
A7) 522 2352 RDSEHEO] =3kh(10). Al 2
& oy $hxlol gl ol Al RSD S} SDS7} g
 AALE A F8HS S W SDS7FRDS K U=
A& 0] FH|7F ZolHmS eIl 2% Fell
RDS< SDSE A 8Hat3-S 745 thAk2] 2 ko] 9

ot rr

B oo) o2 L oHE dr =
oy ¥ 2t N o fr BN R

rlo
l‘}f]_',

= Hrol U

Rl 2 o2 [N
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e RDS (%) SDS (%) RS (%) Hn=2s
A (native) d
ST 244%03 53.04.9 226149 Zhang 5 (18)
2 40.110.4 50.0+1.4 96-1.8 Zhang - (18)
& 324F1.1 438%25 23.8+3.6 Zhang - (18)
A 87102 152+138 76.0%2.1 Zhang = (18)
ST 29719 65713 46+138 Chung % (19)
7 (pea) 27.0%25 62,9107 10024 Chung % (19)
A= (lentil) 208+1.8 701422 9.1%12 Chung 5 (19)
% 3}(gelatinized) &
ST 953%2.0 0.1£0.2 46%18 Chung 5 (19)
S+ (pea) 942110 0.6%1.0 52208 Chung 5 (19)
Al - (lentil) 93.9+0.6 0.870.8 53+06 Chung 5 (19)
A= = 7 AvkL BsTh(11). SDS7F s REgg A AA7= a¥9E 7R T(15). 25k A
& o} A A= RDS7} 52 o} A Abe vl &l A5 2 A F o &b uEE A]ZFE U RS 5~TA
QﬂE%ﬂ%ﬂﬂﬁiﬂ1Edﬁﬂﬂmmm 7 ol el A diabe] 7)o ERkhE S1A
7t =2 A o) = by 3t dgk-gof whe NG JIEH WSS TAAA G T
Hhg-ol o8l k= X]%%} I Q= SDSW* 98 S W TH(16). RSE E 5 FHAHES
o] & F 3rel= RDS7F =2 A Frdlel vlsl] FAAA 1] SAAAYSEE AR AA
ENHRS A S AT AL BoaTsETH(13). ARE 7R A 7] 237 QLo Al d v A ko) ok
RS QA U] &stasol o8] FalisA] & W AAEE A 7 dvkal Baskgivh(17).
e sHEE AA el =017k A Al A4 AF AR 43S in vivoE 5745
o Ao JFs Fo] ejddol sttt = Aol 7P A LSt AT in vivo A3HES A
A A UTH4, 5). AHHA 0 Z RS+ 784 2ol Aolx] i Aol Froshi= Abghel whe} x}o]
Ak el A 7150l frAke o RS Al 79 7F AW B Alse) gk Fekst Ads as
dm@Equﬂgq L 5 9 A A bifidobacte- 7] EA &tk 1A in vitro AEA3ES £}
ria 22 U A T4 Fxlete] e of /1A W WIS oSk theke AR
TJJ = T7HNTG). RS7F thgolld das™ AFe Ao AstEe 573 Invitro 74
2y Akl ek 2 - ek(short chain fatty acid)<- Tl sl-& S WHo R 7 wol AbSE = WS
U pHS A7) 3 2, A, vl 22 Englyst 5(9)°] 28 #lte W oz oA o]

714 8] F45 F3187] 5 $hr(14). RSel 23
A E A A AR A S] DNA 40 7 3] 2
A A A NE7] T & 3H 3Fe] T Ay
< SAEHE &7 vk Harskgith(15). RS+
A A el A =] Al thAtE =™ 4387 s f& %j

2] 23552 WS A F Bt 2

e} o) el A 21 S 2kato] A8k Gl=
| pancreatin, amyloglucosidase, invertase= 37 C ©]|

A REGAIZIEA ol = o] o= S5t
©] RDS, SDS “1&] 2L RS$&-S 7§t} RDS= 20
i bell 23l ¥ = AT, SDS 202 7 120
Atolefl Zhrall H= <k, RS 1204 <ol &4
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B3 CiYsH M EE AZ0AMO ® & A5HE[Cummingset Englyst(20)2 &)
NE RDS (%) SDS (%) RS (%) ZHEEY
a7HE 40 39 2 81
5w 69 7 1 77
C]EatAl 37 10 1 48
B3R} 2 7 70 79
A At 71 1 1 73
A 3 15 56 74
i ARl Ea 19 11 18 48
Aﬂﬂﬂ 41 33 79
a2 ok 12 2 5 19
%] ¢k kS oJu] gt} Zhang 5(18)S Englyst & A 73b7 FE Q91 0 & Q14w 31 QlThQ21). B
el o) vhekdt o) RDS, SDS, RSFHE W o] o Y A B o) o] B5H o]
ZAage FRARA &, L, SEpAR0] W, wreEe) 28 % Fe) 2Ho) A A<
= SDSE S Halom 7%?“%‘1 ECRSY P Ao Gl oyt A TR 9
FS HATHAE 2). Chung “5(19)<> Englyst'dH ol det Ao w deA glom Adrdolzt o
o)a] MAATE] AstE 3 AA| 7h A FeA e EETE X7 AHEA WL oA A
AL 1ste] ze) Fo| AR 284S B FF AR W V)% 59 Ho] "olAA
sHl =t Z=2] F-ofl = SDSEHFo] A e glar o+ *Mur% S/dolth eherstE A F o v A e
Po| RDSE AAH L A0 7 WISATHE 2. 5 B5HE A1H 0 GAQ SuM ol e} A4
Cummings 2} Englyst(20)i= TFF sk 32 2]3% 9 Ql S % sk a1 H a1 A Th21, 22).
RDS, SDS, 72 1 RS# & B4 ekith. 4F 2 ©5aE9) 44 435 37k §lste] 9
A7} )= WIbE, AL, wp el 9 A 7E 2] S(glycemic index, GE A E& o] AMgEkT
A el gkt ol ol gk el I i) AL 1981 Jenking ) A5-0]
Wate BAslEd WA £ sDSE FEES F5 S5 wde) slstd A

eFo K7 Al =Z OEj}..L.b’]—%_?_RDSE A gs)
gom 7Lt Hhh bR o) & RSB 0] 2
o] g 7} A F ol A= RDSE % $H3F3A th(3E 3).

- 12~

A AAA o= Bt 1= 556k S7kekaL
olom F oA & AgEre] Atz 3= 11
o] B ¥hS Ltebd Tk 1w 1 Yok B Rhe 3
ﬁ‘?}, o} I;H%]-ol /\178};(15].._14_01:6]— Bg,] %
Qlo] ¥ 1 9lom 1% P e Setetel A w
ol mid F5et e FAR A E S

Azastn 4 995 (2014)

Aog EA AEo AL HAYNLAHATE J|F

o] wi= AF vlmste] £\ shek 2L wath
3. BIAGE BYAE Sol B9 s0g°]

FIES AHT - T ‘i% A
ol 3o} L =lof] 5o Q)

S A T JF ukS E’ix—*.%
(23) Foster-Powell 5-(24)< 75071 2]
T w2 A A8 T Song S (21)2 = W%ﬂ«l ﬁ?
A5 A& dGAF AR E o] &3] st
= Q1 28215 6537112 GIgk= Alxtstal A Al st
At A9 kel wet 70 o445 high-G12)
20 5504 702 medium-GI2] ¥ © 2 55 o] &}

=



= low-GI2] & 0 & 1573024, 25).
High-GI2) #2 A &4 0% A3 std o] mh
2 ALsto] Agd o2 ]/‘g}_ HHn) 7} wholx|
3L AAYE SIRA T AR Ao A= GI7F
%%%ﬂ%ﬂmﬂGUPﬁgﬂﬂi”%ﬁ*%ﬂ
A ddo] /| AE & Rl o GI7fF 3L 5+
£ st Aol df- AFA =] A2 AAF G 9
A3 E S B skt @A =
HDLZ Y A~ H| 3= 59 a7 ) at
AN E 5o AIAAE UERI O low-GIA) %
g AEAJHHA = NI RAS A A E 7
A 7HsAd o] ltkal RSl th L5 At
A A7 ke Ak o ek o] 913 o) &
A2 A-EA o] ATkl B8kl th25-27).
G AF U &pslEo] AstEo &
ﬂ%@Elﬂﬂ%ﬂﬂll_LJfﬂ?¢,
Ao 284 A, A 2, A
I} A o] FA| HH sl o3l g3FS vt
(28). W ol AT AE 0] A
01] ;(17(47(4 o= oﬂeﬂ:o u] ].413] _]_a ]_ o}
=3 Gof o3l diE dA7F T8k Has
A Jal] AT o] golstr] e A7) ot
ZTh28). 7Fa i of] 98l A s JEFS
bﬂx“”ﬂﬂﬁﬂ‘%$+ﬂf~ouhliﬂ
o) 7] w Lol Eoll FA 55l Asta o
@E%%ﬂ&ﬂ&ﬂﬁ%ﬂwﬂ%@ﬂqﬁ%
Ul o} 2 @ A9 o}l 2 Al E] o] sheko] o]l At
A g7F gtshed ofd = AP S0l =555 Y
FZ 57} ol E]-(zg) A o] Etg ZAH A 2l
Z O 2 A 9] S Hlo} AKFo] Ao A3}
Eé;%ﬂﬂfﬂﬁ%%vaﬁﬂ&L
A g WFFETH29). o] BrshEl
> % fﬂﬁ%%ﬂﬂiﬂﬂ{%ﬂ*ﬂ
k) o x| rof] S v X

>

O
r

[‘
¢

M

l

y

=&
g
o
ol

=9] Foll whef vheFstel. dAFA 7] 9F AdhEol
gk B2 A5 Wawo] gt dnkE o
2 ARG A7 AeTs A%Eo] 58
Ao g HixEial uh Kaur 5(30)> AR
o] JArA 7)o w3 AstEE vl alste] Bl
+l & YA wol 7 ARl 22 1A}
= 7R AP ROl vl e whe Askgs LhERd
thal ¥ 31313 © ™ Chung ‘5 (31)< T+ 3t legume
A Foll A A=H=717F 7Hed 2 bean 2] A3}

fo] 7 ko vt & Jxp=a717F 7Hd A
< chickpead 2] Asl&o] 7H 9T Rl

3FSITE Capriles 5-(32) ol A0 =2 4
a2 A2 JAA7](1~3 pm)el] 7191 gL B
eIt} o] 9f 7ol A2 Qe H2 Ak
Fo FHA 0 R Qleto] 49 g o] Frtst
7] wiEo] th(30-32).

Ad AsES A FHol oM S
=k Ao Gavel ogt 7ha o] A WA
A= A 2H o 2 HE AZECH 19 =
TTU AT 5 FRAES dxfarde] 2
f?%@mm®€1%ﬂaﬂﬂ§*EﬂE4
Sko] PR} ko A FE] el 7F A ol ket 1o
Hl&f A2 thE BE i ARl w11

ﬂﬂlﬂﬂﬁ%ﬂﬁfaﬂ- B3 7} 7 e g
A SR Re] AR vEl Ee 4SS

& YEFATH33).

A e AR Ak W ATzl 9
3 S weth Ao opd R e A% A
i Fel whet 14~31%¢°] o] 27 ZH R o

EQATF A EAfetA] ko yotdE e A
- 70%714] o] 2 K1), AH0] AstE opd®
QAo & E Yotk B w11 Qv
@3). b EAY S A 25 7HA AL 3171
WA E A o] A7) witell ZAe] ol &
o]atth(3). obd 2 2.2 $HeFo] & legume At
S vl al] W AskES LERATHT, 8).
22 legume 3t ol A &= opd 2 @~ Shego] =
< bean? 0] ThE lentil, chickpea, pea <o H]
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3l 2 A 3HE-S LFEF T3,
a2 obd 2 A |l FApR 30 2] 5
.éﬁ}ﬁ AFE(DP 8-12) A E- 431
% Oui DP 16-26-> Hhof 2
A& B 3 tH(34). Jane 5(35)
AAFE(DP 6-12)2 2 o]
UAdATz2E T%“é ste kst AY G425 e
2ol o8 GA ¥4 T
33 Chung 536y #2 AA}é(DP
6-12)= RDS 9} &F9] ¥4 & e 2L SDSU RS

94 £ 9 4ehd 2 ehditka 1w rekglth B
A E A5 Astel & wl ol RS U A
o] gapol HE5S U QPP ol Frhi T
@At ol Ao G AR5 7}
A7)0 7] o] golehA) eot 23k &2
Frhn 49 e 4 9l

ARe AR G5 7YY 9L £Fekn
glom Quka oz T3 Golo] 23hEie]

3 HJA ThrRaEE Ao delA AThl)

Zhang 5(18)> 7% Fol 4744 Il ]
3l sk a Aol o8l 7 al 7F A H 7= st
AR el A=A e 4ol v A8 9949

7}t Adtol 98 7MaRa 7t A= S Quka
R 135t} Chung 5 (31)< legume 2] At 4

774> RDS S} 52 3 &, SDS o= kel &
WS vebitka B sk gith

A 2749 i Fefoll wheh A, B, CE L=
rol A s dubE o2 AY A& 7R AR
o] BY A& 7kl Aol njsl Arshgol Hok
tH3). A9 BE A o] Skl 3 vl 3
Tl v AT Aol vl Fe Aks
& ol et al7lel E4 Tl 7l

Zete3).

ssta Ao 995 (2014)

H 4. ChYet TS0 Qe M £31E [Singh S (3)
=& #1]
=l pEsTEl g
pte)| Roopa £} Premavalli
(cooking) 340 (37)
1A 307 Roopa £} Premavalli
(autoclaving) (37
kot 154 Roopa £} Premavalli
(germination) ' (37)
224 372 Roopa$} Premavalli
(roasting) ' (37)
AP A 75.2 Chung¥} Liu (38)

(gamma irradiation)

=7 151 Al s (39
(dehulling) onso ‘e (39)
01—7 7]__1_

306 Alonso 5 (39)
(extrusion)

% |
(cooking) 96 Capriles 5 (39)
01- = 7]__1__

1 2
(extrusion) 93 Capriles 5 (32)

ZE RsA7| 2L
sk G AAQ S TS T
WSS A e 7FeatE ] A o] @
A7 obd = @ Ao} op 2 A O] A4 ok}
Ad =] o] Hgo] dojupA =i 1= Qlsto] A
Sl I B Rpmabd sl d B B R s e B T
o] F<to] golstA Ho] AstEo] FrlekA At
(28). theFst 7 Eoll o3t it Aghs-of| o
g AT A8ekl e Singh S(3) A
(32, 37- 39)—3— 2 RSTGL Y, ST ]
IHR= A23Ee S7HY =S vlashd
Chau$} Cheung (40)% Z2](cooking) > Fo}(germi-
nation) > 3 #] (soaking) =41 $1.©. 7 Urooj 2} Puttaraj
@1)= x| > dro} > 3 (fermentation) > = E
(roasting)x=*1 ©] 2 11 Negi 5(42) ol > 22| >
&3] (dehulling) > 3 A =4 AT

Z2](cooking)i= A& E3}A]7] 7]l A%
of &40 Aol golstal adks AA =



O| 8t pulse T &£9| RDS, SDS, RS 3}

7ts4H | RDS (%) SDS (%) RS (%) O
Z2](cooking) lentil +32.1 -14.0 2213 Bravo (47)
Z2](cooking) lentil +45.0 -14.0 -14.0 Lintas 2} Cappelloin (48)
S+ 7} (extrusion) lentil +40.0 0.0 -40.0 Lintas ¢} Cappelloin (48)

7] (cooking) chickpea +30.2 +4.5 -31.0 Bravo (47)
Z2(cooking) chickpea +58.0 -47.0 -11.0 Lintas £} Cappelloin (48)
Z2](cooking) chickpea +44.1 -37.7 -16.7 Macroni 5 (49)
Microwaving chickpea +44.0 -37.6 -164 Macroni 5 (49)

%= 71 (extrusion) chickpea +30.0 -9.0 -19.0 Lintas ¢} Cappelloin (48)
Z2](cooking) white bean +10.1 +1.0 -16.0 Bravo (47)
Z2](cooking) Common bean +50.4 284 22.0 Macroni 5~ (49)
Microwaving Common bean +53.2 -29.8 -234 Macroni 5 (49)

T}, Bravo 5(43)< legume 39| A3h&2 Axt 5752 7 o] AFE-5] = 23] (dehulling),
ARl YR th= ol § 2o d F97F 43 tl @ -amy-

fo] ¥ Foa Husdon Axnye AR
79 AA F74eeka 1. 318FI T}, Periago 5-(44)
& chickpeas Z2]5F3lS Wl RSOl 39.9%°
A 3.8%= A FHAskithal Barskgivt. ok
Al K= ohEo] kel o] &
S5 wolvd 7HE Aol gta B A gl
T}, Rehman¥} Shah(45):= pulse®] & Ash&2
36.8~42.0%°] 31 2. AREAQl Fg]of ]3| 43}
$0] 70.0~77.3%% =718 31 7Fet Z 2] of o] F|A]
= 87.4~91.0%% Ash&o| A T7tshe A&
et Barskelt).

U= 7 (extrusion) = At AstEE A F
7HAIZI T}, F = g ol A 9] 7hsl %] 2 w2 (sharing
force)oll 2J3l A& EFst= 7227t 9] o
Astaae] Aol golakA |Th39). 3 o=
7haell o3l 42l 2717} ZhokA] 7 of] & A7F A
:L-‘al /\ 01,‘: ﬁnix%o] L‘]Q}Z:] )\ﬁ}‘% ] 57]—6]—
t}. :LEM A AFA A F o &7l 9
3] Aslgo] A stths RauE e ol 4E
7+ T obdE QAR H3tA o} -z
o] 22 gs ago] A= o] arztgol A
A A0 T B TH46).

A, otol o3 AslEo] F7lsk=
lase®] &35 A&l at= FRILE ©d, E8]H= 5
o] 9} = 7] wj ot} 3] gl 4ko] L} ¥hd o] 7hkof]
ofsl T HH =7 YA el & 1kl B3
3 T APOlR JAE] Agto] ol AskE
o] Z7}13th(47). Legume® = @ -amylase®] &4
= Aslete lectin, saponin, ¥ €14} ghd Fo] W
o] HrEo] lar ol g =l ol A A&
sh&-o] 7“‘°P7ﬂ = xg, FA, o}, gy,
H=7He ol sl o2 st Asf &4o] 9y
o] 1%5'_— AgtEo] AA F7HETh2, 47).
< AFA= o) Bt pulse®] 43}
RDS, SDS,RS7]’ 7he ] ol o &l W)t
=5 3 5ol A28kl th47-49). theFst 7t
] HRDs AA F7FeF 2 SDS= o
1 v A4S Bla RSEFS A
Holt) 7hao) o) AE g 4
22) st 204740 99
g}ty of] 2]l RS SDS7}FRDSE
OJtHiE 5). A¥A o= theFst
At &shgo] A Wslkstal 7
Zol A F7Fakd e
o -2 *4%‘41 Ade x8 %

_4

&E

0,

WHEEELr

rﬁ%o}‘un}‘d-lmoinﬁnqo
-~
1‘>
_,_,

HuL
o 8

5ol S35
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Zdoluf Ao A A Al wghEdo] do
o} opl 2 9 Ao} 72 A Ak = w2
st dojun A5 7FA 3 Qi obd 22|l
S AAES st A LW AITHS o
SHo(1). Westell o st A o] e
oAt 22l e AS Yol A RSt
Hﬂﬂﬂiﬂ%ﬂﬂ*ﬂLJ%ﬂﬁﬂﬂ”t
23 TH(50). Brovo(47)= 322 % pulses 4 C ol
Hmﬁﬁﬂ%&Maﬂm%%ﬂTﬂ1%§
7heteal B 153 0w o] 3= pulse A2 of U =
esp ot 2 AT o] FtAQl w-3lof 7]Qldkrh
3 A3tk Mishra 5-(51) 28] A& 9
2ol A A shel-S Wl RDSE=FO] 95%01 4]
45%% ZH%tha Btk A4 o7 53}
B AES 2l AES YR At
O NEXAYTZEE FAsta o) 2=
Aol st 2shES W dcle]

R

J—ﬁ‘ﬁ"é‘

HAAARE A5 A elA A=E S7H171A
A= Wol ARgH I glon o
P, Ak of o gk s A3, e
ol o] 7HA W o w A E 7‘*‘:'
Lé‘j/] ARE-E AL QIEK(1). o] 2l gk A A
"}?jc'ﬂ/ﬂ Ao F- &S 7
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