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Abstract: Herbivore insects, as important biotic stress, threaten the growth and development of plants.
Due to their fixation characteristics, plants cannot escape from adverse environmental factors like ani-
mals. In the long-term co-evolution with insects, plants have formed an elaborate defensive mechanism to
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cope with insect feeding. Rapid recognition and effective signal transduction are key to successful initia-
tion of defense responses in plants (defense gene expression promotes accumulation of defense sub-
stances). In this paper, we review the early signaling events induced by insect feeding, including membrane
potential (V,,)), Ca®, ROS, K* and H* signals. The mechanism of early signal events in plant defense against
herbivore was systematically described. And the existing problems in the current research were discussed,
aiming to provide new insights for future research on defense response.
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messenger

RHEHER iR E MR, MREZ,
HEER, K RAH R, ™ 5=
E AWK AR B (Van Poecke 2007). AR B &
g, MW B R EE 5 & R AL R g
BT AR T SRR B BRI 5 2% . 5K IRAESE(2019)
X AEL A B3 A4 e RLFEAT T E X, s T A SRR
RTREAS 5 4 T E SR B 18 R OB
LA 77 20 BB W] 43 R ELRE B AR (R 42 7 A L4
77 40 = Iy FAT B R FELAG B e B A B
Bk, Bl pont F A EE R E IR AR B 5
(F) 2 7 A 32 SR I R TR AT 51 95 3 R S
4 & A HLAL & W) (volatile organic compounds,
VOCs) %% (Maffei %5 2007a; Baldwin 2010; Zebelo 55
2012, 2014; FEEBESE2021; ZE7£552021). fHY)
A 75 PR il A0 SR A R TRRSEY
B S B, YesE 1 REIAE SR I 1) AR AR e
(X 3 B HUEE A= B DA R TR A 40 S5 AN (8] e A
"5 (ZebeloFMaffei 2015; FRiliL2020), 7] GEt 2 1H
YOI RESR N o

B2 1 1 i 43 WA W) (oral secretions, OSs) 41 & 4
— RYNFE R BT 7 5 (RN &%), Horpa] Re
FiE ik 2 FEL D 97 180 B S IR ¥, AT R 2 I 7
1 S N2 R A 1) 5o Kallure 55 (2022) % 11 5 73 W)
(R 2H 53 S AR R 748 S N2 RV T EAT T 2534,
N A OSs[FRFIE M 2H 73 2 B 11 5T (b G 7 4 il A Ak
i, GOX)F1— L&/ N3—1- W o (Jlig 107 12 2 B R AR T,
FACs). OSsRHAETEZ 73 1) 2 5 5 B ORI 25 484
IR 0, L anE Sk (Spodoptera exigua) OS
/1 i volicitin (17-hydroxylinolenoyl-L-Gln) A] i i 5
Jo 5 g A5E X 1 52 44 (pattern recognition receptors,
PRRs) 45 & it & T K 1 97 48 5 3 (Truitt%52004); 17

B 5% MR (Spodoptera frugiperda) W] 4 35 S &
K(Zea mays) UL 5.(Vigna unguiculata) i) 518 52 .
R R HOSsH & — Fh >k B i SR AR ATPA 1 (1)
% Ik J Bt (Schmelz2%2006). 7E H 4R Frfr, —Fhil
WA AT T 32 2 Pl R 28, A4 2 anfel 5
21577 1080 5 I FF- 2 B R B IR ? LG T A
MY RS RENEZET A, A& AW ait 2
YA =3 S BG5Sk AE, AREHEE
5. BT/ THBEEE, CUSEAEANFHE
SALIEE IR, AT UK B RFSMREINES
B N 2 AR D AE U R S W LA A5 4% A1 OS H 485
i IRIOR 5 T B R e 1 B s 57, X — 1 i
W RBAEAE T -G TS 572 R A
e, MY 2 R R, 4 A S H A7 (trans-
membrane potential, V, )1 5% & 4284k, 5 My Ca™
A (ROS) K- IGE 5, 5 Lo B N )
TR S A 82 (jasmonic acid, JA)E 5@ 12
5 A e )87 AE P AN R AR A W 3d b B B AR N
TRIER 2 —, BA S 2 A A A PE g =X R R A O
55 18 2% ) SUAE A 2, (977 700 36 DR 2308 AR 97 460 470 Jo 7
FARAEL WA gl vl kil 31 (Zebelo A Maffei 2012a,
2015; Fiirstenberg-Hagg?52013). AT LAV, . Ca™'\
ROS. K'fIH " AREH R WG54T T 45348, B
FE I8 o 73 A1 B AME 5 S A R A B 0 R R R R
AR, LRGSR, A BT E R R
75 5 B3 0 s 87 (4 A AN R AL

1 HIES

TEHEMEN, BE 5 b2 G S A EE R, 2
AT B E S EEE . MYHBESE
oy NAFR A 5 HL A7 (local electrical potential,
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LEP). Zf{F Hifi(action potentials, APs). A% Hi{if
(variation potentials, VPs)Fll & 4t Hi {7 (system poten-
tials, SPs). LEP&—Ff th ¥R 53 K+ 51 &2 14 /3 Fe
R BE, ANRed BB A i HA R A7, 5 52 11
RIS AT 2(Li%E2021). APsHF= L T 3055
o1 51 2 i 3 A1 ) AR AN 3 3V, 2 IR AL (Ebel A
Mithofer 1998), 4V, 25 AL ik 21— 52 1 Il 5t R 1L
I, W74 T APs (PyatyginZ52008). APs & /5 254
W HR 2 )R 4 B PN E T 1S R, 3R (Maffei
2007a; ZebelofIMaffei 2012a), /5 1 15 FAEYIXF A
J A B B S )RR A . BRI et
AL F AP A, SR SR 4R AR 2 H
fih 3457 (Ebel A1 Mithofer 1998; Volkov Al Mwesigwa
2001; Felle flZimmermann 2007; Maffei%$:2007b; Ze-
belofIMaffei 2012a), APsHAT [ Ffh i iet, 5245
AL 240 7= A 1 AP 38 I 247 418 T 4 ) RS FL AT
fih A R S R ) B T TE A 3 B T B TR s, AN
M AE AR T 4N B 7= A= APs. [A] I, APsHf& i3 75 B 1
HA AU BE 7 B0 E 4 b 24T, FEIRSE I A 24 BR
22 ok 4] 7] Ak 3 1) 2H 23 oA i APs (Evans Al
Morris 2017),

A S HLAL(VPs), HFRTE I HL A7 (slow wave po-
tential, SWP), 5 APsAS[A] (1) 72 VPsHIfE s AN 52 4127
I BE AN HIRA 2 . KIHLIR, 8T VPsHfE %
J7 AR —FPiA g2 AT HUb A5 S AE
AR J5 0 A )3 A i 1 78 i NSO N 5 g — el )
WA A5 S 5 (2RI U0 ) 3 i B L
AR 1) 1 7B i % VPs K B 29 44 3 (Evans ATl
Morris 2017; NguyenZ5:2018). {HIX i f i & A
R VU REVPsHIfL 8. — T &, VPsTER A 1Y
P FE 2901 mmes™, (ER AL W T B0 22
12N EE L, TREAS 5 ) A% ok B R4~ 5
EH . AWTOIANN, VPSR A 7T e A2 A
NCa™ JEIE KIS, s 51T i 5 5 Tl
WA, WGHEFC L HC I EENIR, &
BRI T 1R # VP AL, TR FHEGTA (Ca™ %
7)) 2 1) 35X — 2 B (Katicheva452015), 5 H]
VP& T Ca®' . I, RRERZ
i (glutamate receptor, GLR)# A NTEVPs(E 5 %1%
R KA EEARH, glr3.3 glr3. 6 URAR KB 1

A 1] il VPs A% 33, 177 GLR3.3 F1GLR3.643 il 5E fir
) B ERUAR 5T 5, 1915 B VPs A% 3 & £E A ot 5 A
) Bz 3 3E 4T 1Y) (Mousavi % 2013; Nguyen252018),
BARIE R I, B 22 5] 1 b oK 2 B )
NIZEFIARIEAR, X —id R VP2 R I R A,
Miglr3.3 glr3. 6 RANKM TN TE AL RS, HE T VP
&35 5 GLR ¥ A 7E B 5 (Kurenda52019) .

SPs i A A e N 45477 B 7= A2 1) — Tl ozt B S H
=5, (ENAPSHIVPs I & KR . B3I ..

AN HFE G IR AN B R B S, RTAE
SR B H ok WU 2 SPs, i B B HU B il T SPs
FA 78 B 25 4% 33 (ZimmermannZ§2016) . 7£ 7% & (Vicia

faba) K ZZ (Hordeum vulgare)™, XA AR 175 (1 H-
Jritn— RN BHES 1, %S H 7 AESP, X —id
FEACHH T H -ATPase 175 1, K 72482 78 16 2 (fusi-
cocein) i H' -ATPaseydi £ 7] UL 5| &2 SPAR 4k, i it
JITH™-ATPase 1 il 751 5L B& £5 U 2= & 3 401 | SP 1) 4%
i#(Zimmermann%§2009) .

TR 32 408 B AR 28 R0 0 B2 R T RUME 5 K AR
FRY BT 8], 6 HEL A0 N BB N H e 5743 A I 21 1A 5

2V, MCa™ . BB ER T, g
Vs A ZL RV, 2 Ak, (R R B HLE 5
S RE AL L. VA S TE 3
Wi, AR AR 55 (ZebeloMIMaffei 2012a), kb
1, U\ R T AE N R AR i (Spodoptera littoralis)
BkiF (Myzus persicae). ] 15 5 Ml # (Pseudomonas
syringae) W WV, FARACFE FE A 2L i |) b 2% R AR
K (Bricchi®$2012). Y0l 52 B L X, 240
AL 5N B HROSH A UK+, B 5 Wi
AL B RFEERAMAR TV, 8. HETAA, V,
(A8 Ak T Ca™ s H' . KOANCT B 142 Ji i Y 41
(AP 43 A S B0, 24 BH BT (WK R Ca™ ) kN
4t B I 5 -0 H A MR, it 2 kAR o R 2 iR Ak
(MaffeiflIBossi 2006; Maffei%$2007a; ZebeloflIMaf-
fei 2012a), JAb, B HOSsHIE A T2 5T & fh
T IE ST, il FLAE 5 577 AR (Maffeif$2007a) .

2 Ca”f55

i SR 5 9 41 5 o Ca® 9 B 11K (~0.000 1
mmol-L™), Ca® Z 4 it 47 T AMA . BoRifk . WL
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A i R (ER, %71 mmol-L™) %% 41 i 2% 1 (Reddy 2%
2011), il 57 B UL I, A4 et 1 T A
FEFE. Ca’ @i, Ca’-ATPases{Ca’"/H ilfi ] #% 15
AR PA B % FhCa® 45 2 B TG M KP4 [Ca™ 1.y, (cyto-
solic Ca™" concentration, fifl Jii Ca™ ¥ &) (Zebelo A1l
Maffei 2012). i A1 A I R 40 b ff) Ca® R 53 14 J
ERE R [Ca |, TH M T E R R . ARSI
Ca’ JlIE . F MBI ) Ca® JHIE A HL R AU
Ca® I 8 2 1 400 J L6 L ) LA L A
FE () Ca™ 3 18 (White 2000; MaffeiZ52004), i,
F A (¥ Ca® 38 38 (DACCs) 76 1 4 B B B
HY i & 4% B BRI, HDACCs*fLa™, Gd™'. 5
1 58 (verapamil). %7 4 (ruthenium red) 5% Ay B0 K
(White 2000). Maffei%s(2004) %I, 45| 5 & (Ph-
aseolus lunatus) 18 52 1§ 7K 39 1% Wk (Spodoptera litto-
ralis) UL I, 52 45 307 A R 25 A A0 R 5 2 1)
Ca® PIiL, 40N H R [14% 1 Ca™ 38 18 # 41 77) 3 44
5E, Ca’ IR PR, LI R 3% M Ca* @ iE S
578, littoralisifs 3 [ F] & 5 A 41 L Ca™ A 3t -
ifif K F Ca™ 45 FHIEGTA AL # 5, Ca® P ¥ A1 B )
e PR 218 4 ) (Maffei 55 2007a), 1 B Ca™ Py 37t
TE 3 BB A 2 R A R R R A AR
FERE D7 A0 B L vy, A AZ T IR 1) 4% 15 1 il T
(cyclic nucleotide-gated ion channels, CNGCs)FI1GLR
FERATCa™ 5 5 A M1 E AR A 2R 24 . CN- GCs
F— R AERE 1 R BH S 7l 18 (Moeder®$2011; Luo
£5£2017; ZE W] 42021), FEALLRI TP 3% 5E 11204
5L, I CNGC19 W] il 1 A 5 Ca® PR, JH B
VISR S, FEBETT TR R, Mengel 9RAZ 47
R PR BT R B (Meena:2019; Breeze 2019).
CNGCs Z% i 45 14 FoAth 8 51 3543 T /i 53 Ca 5 JiEE
#iz, LI AICNGCS. AtCNGC6. AtCNGC7. At-
CNGCS8. AtCNGC9. AtCNGC10. AtCNGCl14,
AtCNGC16. AtCNGC18; HAfiiE 1 A A AICNGCI
FACNGC2 4 i [f) £ [ % Ca® FIK 3 47 18 3% 1k
(Wang#52019), GLREEI1 753 HLE S 15181 18
R REREER .. B EMRSGLRE GG, itk
[Ca®' ], T, 2L HE 5 FCa (55 2 &
EH P 0 A0 i ) 3 22 A% 36 28 A Azt i B 6, R IHETA
B il A F GE 1B A (MousavisF2013; Toyo-

ta52018), T fERLRG T glr3. 358k, 514515 S
(1) HEAS 5 R AR BT HL M 3509855 (N guyen56:2018), 15,
WESE T GLRAE B %5 F (AEY) HLAE 5 AL s A
VT A R ) SRR P

FE a5 B U & S R Ca™ 5 5 HEAT 4%
16 AN A RS — L2 A AT LA 7 20 S AL A 1) EE L
Wl AHT R S, AN [E) A S s [ Ca .,
ARAALE A M e 67 5 i B D) S M R0 A3 %6 7 T
B R R, 8 B [Ca™ )., 75 2% i) ] 22 4k
WAEFR N5 H 40 (Maffei®52007a). “4545 50
FR R A 545 A% T B, LR T 4 1 B A (calmodulin,
CaM) 1 AtSR1 (SIGNAL RESPONSIVEI), CaM A
il { & EF-hand 5 Ca” 57 14 45 A (Dodd%52010);
AtSR1Jg Ca’'/CaM 15 5l & [, atsr] 5878 JG Pk
SA( VZAFAE T IR N I EZ N WIS ERE 570
T, BeS AT LA KR B IR, W A
AT DA R AR A PO, HEBTAS RPR E 3 R A
IO TEHEPUIABRAE H B 5 K, fEatsr] RAZ
b R IR ALSR, AR REVK S, T4 6 atsr]
[FICaM&h & RE 1, AR IE R BT B A AtSR 1 2
[ 8 % 15 1 K 5 (GalonZ£2008, LalukZ5£2012, Qiu
£52012). 25451 2 A (calmodulin-like protein, CML)
MY 7 — R E BN LA . Wik, PRI
f(JCML43, CMLA423%Z: 5 HE Y0518/ o 7 .25
M (BenderZ:2014; Vadassery252012), 255 i i iz
FiFB £ M (calcineurin B-like protein; CBLs)FICBL H.
{E 5 A 4% (CBL-interacting protein kinases, CIPKs)
i LLCBL-CIPK 5 A 4 1 7% 2 7E HE 4 75 4 e 97
RIFVEH, HinCIPK26 5 CBL1E{CBLY T 1, H5i
NADPHZ# L EGRBOHF (135 P, 2 23E 41 g Y ROS 32
& (Drerup£2013; Kimura%$2013). [A ik, CBL-
CIPK RS HAT Z Ve R e AT AR, o B AN [+
R 24, X — AU e T Ca®™
155 FIRRRD, I3 & Ca’ 5 5 H5ROSIE S H 4.
3 ROSIE=S

H Al CIESCROSH 5 B I HE FHES K
PEE L3k, thunfe it B g sl EREY 4 Y,

F: W21k (ZebeloFIMaffei 2015; Miller52009). H,0,
& BR300 WIROSTE M 20, Fo= A=k
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#i TNADPH4E {Liff (respiratory burst oxidase homo-
logs, RBOHSs) Al & AL ¥ B4k i (superoxide dismu-
tase; SOD). % HINADPH 4 {k /i f1SOD1E I 7= 4=
[FTH,O, 5 it N LA, ‘S AROSHE R, Fifif5 5
BB R A AR, A nCa’ miE e it v,
Zth, B BS54 5. {HRBOHsZ
WREC A AED RE B HRAT — € 2 5, HLAndll g I+ R B-
OHDEM W £ HUF1 [ B L A2 & 4% A, rbohDZR
A O A FE Bk S 5 2 ki (Myzus persicae) &< (Miller
££2009; Chaouch%$2012); {E/H ¥ (Nicotiana attenu-
ata)1, YUBRRBOHD 22 1 3 B A M 2 R i (Mandu-
ca sexta) OSsi% S HJROS/KF-, T ER NarbohD NIl 5
JB& i KB (Spodoptera littoralis) (Wu%52013).
A~[A]F-RBOHD, RBOHC 41 57 ATP % 5 [IROSE
% (Demidchik%$2009),

RBOHSTEAERFEY) S 5 K B 1165 77 T K A%
H EAFE I (Hu%:2020; Santamaria®$2018), — /7 1H],
RBOHs# & Ca’ {55, F|FICBL1/9-CIPK26 5 £ {4
R (L RBOH, {2 #FROS 4= (Suzuki®$2011; Dr-
erup242013). ROSHP 4 X al et — B #kCa™
ARV A4 14 B 1 B (calcium-dependent protein
kinase, CDPKs) H./f K38 3 RBOHsVE 4. {H A2, 4
SR AR N FIROSH A TR R, b
CIPK26 A] H % 1§ Fi T-RBOH fit iff 2 ROS ) 7= 4=
(Kimura%$2013). 7 —J7[fil, RbohAFIRbohCAf: g
HBI1 (homolog of bee2 interacting with ibh 1, 2K
FH IR R 1) R B AR FH THBIL T i, — & 1E
WA KT E A Bk iiES 51
VIR [ )87, Rboh AR AR AN G i Jy AR, (H 3G/
TR T BB RS R 5 W SR A KA
5, RbohC 5 HBI 45 & (e 2 AE ) £ K, RbohCRAZ
e A A B AR A, (EAS AR AR T A R SR L A
(Pseudomonas syringae) U . Fk RbohA FIRbohC
4k, RbohD. RbohE. RbohF fl1RbohG £ 8l f 7t
Ji R B 25 B LR E ; RbohBAIRbohI M 72
W G R I = R IA, AR K I PR (K (Neuser
42019), X 5“EHIR G0 1K AR VA AL AL,
FE A 7 A AR, 1 A A2 A A A AR 7 A s
I JE 35 5 40 I R S 1M D B Jk M, B £ RBOHSs
F8 R S P D REIE AT RRAR AN AT (R 812020) .

4 K5

K'@EMAEKL AT b KEE LR, B
AR AR E T H 5y KAEVE R, a2 A e
N B2 H R R A BN 5 3, BV, ER
b A4 A5 T K1 P 3 (Wang 252004 Lebaudy 25
2007; ZebelofIMaffei 2015; AdemZ2019). Y%t
K1 398 38 1 W SO RN 2632 0 T AT S b 1) 5 73
T ISR, XY AE R dHBRd 1. B s A
B P A5 A 5 OC B B (Mdsers52001). H AT M
LR TF % 3K B KR ABAK iz A X
W, B0 R T 35 SRR . TERE AR, Kk
Pk iE E v g4~ Shaker. TPKAIK ir-like = Ff2K
A1, 3o Shaker 268 B (1 K 43¢ P 38 1 5% R Rk
(Lebaudy%£2007). AKT2JE T Shaker2& 7! §5 Hi [k K
I P ) R R KO T, AR ST T R E A AE )
B AR A0 H AR b, R 45 KA X e 2H 2R AL
PR E. R, B &KX GmAKT2 W] LU & il
PR K 5 469 7% (soybean mosaic virus, SMV) ]
PitE(Zhou?52013), fEHi %+, CIPK9S5CBL3 B AE
J¥ B CBL-CIPK 5 & 14, 142 Shaker 52 JE K "3 18 iif
P, 3k T 2 HAE ) 40 K F2 45 (Cuellar%$2013; Liu
£62013). IXUEEHEABER B, P KR E A S K
W2 5 AT R RO AR #E AR g 5] R A Y
RS SE, Ca® {5 3 3o A 42 K30 T 7% e 42 ) 4 e ko
KRR %12
5 H{ES

BRI T AE A A ) 2 Bl s O T i e
100 J5 - VA FEE A 0T AR PR 8 7 A U A4 i T
H'-ATPases fllH'-PPase (Hasegawa /1 Bressan 2000;
Gaxiola%$2007).PM H'-ATPase. V-ATPase . V-PPase
Y B R TEE . R, PM H'-AT-
Pase Fll V-ATPase F| F] ATP 7K fif Bk ) Jit - #%3%, V-
PPase JUI| F1J FH £E 1% B2 7K fif 3K 51 Ji7 ¥~ 4% iz (Gaxiola 5%
2007; Fuglsang%52010). # ECIRZA N, PM H-AT-
PAase™ A (1) 51 13l JJEAR KRR E b A 44t it Js 44 4
HHLAL(—120~—180 mV), IX X% TR =70 AL
BBl )R AN 2 i A S I R A A DG B
(Haruta%$2015).
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AT, PM H'-ATPase v {E A 715 R 15
5 R4 477 175 5 I TA R B 25 (R 3k, 4] Bl
H'-ATPasey; 4 FJ (i E B 1l 453 195 I 25 AH G 3 R 5%
1% (Schallerf1Oecking 1999), {H 2 5 F/K# 1 (sali-
cylice acid, SA)FJ F2AH 5% A5 1 B FA 2 (Schaller
Frasson 2001). Kumari%§(2019)iA JH -ATPase 5
GLRIJREAH MBI AL, v EEAEH T-GLRI FiiE, 2
5 S ST R K B B A . i I
RIS A5 B AU R T I R 2 e 2 8 e 2
WAL FHELNG (1) 52 RAG R B AH EG T3 2R RUA0L RS T,
ahal 75 B E A 0] S ARAL, 170 D)8 /b AHA T )
A TB] X 4656 . FUURE I ahal 5578 55 A F T HE AR R
YU IR (Spodoptera littoralis) 1 HLE, IX 1] B
Yahal-7/3 55 M Fr rhIA-TlefR BRFIJAZI0 (jasmo-
nate ZIM-domain 10)%: K 3815 & A 5¢(Kumari
£52019), 1X B — DR T 54575 3 I AHA L AT
AR R - LE AR A 5 A R R R R AR . (BAE
T o S AT S FLig gt #E H, AHAL X B A IE
g VE A . B, T R B RN B 1 AviB
REE WS TAMS T2 oy Hod v 7 AHATI 28
T, EBETARH 8 B HIAZRf#(ZhouZ52015); Yan
Z2015) R, HMEMeIALEAUEE T, AT ek
TPHYIH % HH -ATPaseE H a4k, IniE Ca™ A i
TR 2 Ak, B0 AR B K I IE, AR
LK. H-ATPaseitZ 5HIIN %15 SRR
H1L A7 (SPs) 77 A (ZimmermannZ52009, 2016), {HH:
7E B B 75 5 ISP A R AR FATS oA B Bl

Palmgren®5(1988) K& Ji, 15 it iNTA & s i 14
Vo PR R AN SR R S A2 (PLA2), ¥ ml i
PM H'-ATPaseifi {4; Haruta%5$(2015) & #PM H'-AT-
PaseR FE R Ui A7 £ £7100-2 B K FE R (regulatory)
B[ P 25 A48, R H -ATPase & A B FR L 15 4L
W X 5k, X AR KRR B b ik 2 T H -ATPase i 14
ULEA, MEWER . B AR EE KR B UL & H - AT Pase [t
T Ak A s H -ATPasedih M (1 B B[R 3%

6 BRESRE

i LR, R R T, MYIER T B
YRS FLAZ 2% (0 5 A SR s S x £ P s AR A P e
T 2 BT AREIX 53 AN [R] A A 7, — 2 DR 9 e

i 5 b A7 AR K R R UK T R ) 52 A4 Bl %2
TORAEYR RS v RS S R R
FHGEF T E SRS, g X THEE
PE R H, M)A B i O o b )R S e AR XS A
R B R W R R T O -, a3t
i3k Ca™ 28 1 [ 45 P Ca™ J T 0\ 40, i
P Ca” 7K FF v — 5 TR 3 Y 1) K+38 38 4T F
T 3 R B IR s WAk, i — DRk a2 itk
AT B Ca® 8 TE AT AR P 45 B R i Ca' s 5 — T
L P Ca™ 8 o ok 0 I Vi e . R R B R
fiEHOENADPHE L B, et 1 H,O, 17 42, #EA
P B H,0, 7T 3 — 02 i f Y Ca® /K P Tt . 38
T Ca Jl b VS B 2R R SIA (G 5 iR
R L R (3R . 2 AR 1K i 4 Ca™ {5 5
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