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Abstract ; Tabular ordinal classification aims to predict labels with rank relationships, making the effective utilization of ordinal infor-
mation a crucial research challenge in this field. Traditional tabular data methods fail to fully exploit such information, thereby limiting
ordinal classification performance. To address this issue, this paper proposes a tabular ordinal classification method Ordinal Distance
Optimization with Feature Fuzzy Augmentation for Tabular Ordinal Classification, consisting of two key modules. The Ordinal Dis-
tance Optimization module calculates inter-class distances while considering the non-isometric and containment nature of ordinal rela-
tionships to construct an ordinal distance, which is then used as a weight to optimize the feature space and enhance feature discrim-
inability. The Feature Fuzzy Augmentation module leverages the approximate mapping between features and labels by introducing a
fuzziness augmentation mechanism, generating augmented features through Gaussian noise perturbation to improve the model’s gener-
alization ability. Extensive experiments and analyses on four ordinal tabular datasets demonstrate superior performance and effective-
ness, validating the proposed method and its two key modules.
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Fig.1 Ordinal distance weight optimization feature space

S RHIEZS [0 4L BEAS A SR THRHIE o I SR B AN 51
B E TAFSRES R, BIE x SAFRE y ZR
KR IR B F R B ST, TR —FOL AR AT BAR T
B,y RAER R B B HUE, B BE x E— BT B R A RUNE
16, KX BL R y T RES AR R IF A BT X — ek, BIE
BB —FE AR AR T, T E A RREER
B B IR T ey Sl A
RS2 — Y g2 B2 1B, AR B UG BT 7 20 B s TR
SEFTRIH. A5 b, X R — R X BT AR, BPIE T > B
BT vy AME) , RIEAREE § BTEX 1) K& BB ok 52 5
REBHA FFRA y. o—F A R E BERBIE R R TR
&y X R, BB A BT REIE T HRAE x 59 X (6] 22 fh i B
PABRST? BETHAE x 51548 y AL RIS ARdE, 2 x E— 1
X [ NVEART RSB ET B R v, 37T 0 — R Bk
SR SEHEE AR, PO R R R ERME x 761X | A B30
AT BHE B S AR y B DX IR A3 AR — WS , A5 3042
H— BRI B R AR R 5 SR WS, B IE T XHARAE x AR &
Ho R sy R RS , STERARIE x BYRUNE 3, AL T IR AR
fiE >, FEHANBRST ZIA R BB P in 4 y. N—ERE L, ik
AiE x TR RARAE x B9 FEAR , o BRI 2. @ R

FHEFISYIRFFIER R 624 X , T DIE— 5 £ BRMER SR,
TS SR AR, N TR R B Iz AR ). B XA 7
BT RERS S 47 08 S I SRECR F B 2R AL, B RETE
TR R ANHCHE R HH X 58 Y B B RV A . X R AR AR 3
IRERME AT RO UERR, BIMERERRZR T H
FNERE , AR B BRI

X ARRSY  Efmst

x, — y=1.8
x> y2 %FZ o KREX | Y

x, = y=22
v

WNEE

RHHE EHREE KRNI

B2 FRE-SARAE R B0 AR ET K R R ARHIERBE R

Fig.2 Approximate mapping relationship between features and

?}»Y

labels and feature fuzzy augmentation
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Fig.3 Framework of our method

B A P B B AL AR S (OD ) i e AiE 452 499 38 5 AR Bk
(FA).7& ODFA &I B FFIE s L ALk OD @it 2K
TIBE R , Foe E AR BB R BOR ISR Y BE R , A TR AL R 25
B 437 5 A I R AR S FA NISE 1 7R RRAE b 75 o e 37 e
A BT IRARE , B AR SR, AT SR M

RIR) & #E  FIZ 1L BE 7. B A3 PyTorchFrame 7R PyTorch-
Frame'*' ' K2 32 f) 35 98 40 38 5 78 P 9 38 SC 7 4 2 ( Semantic
type) . 7k &1k ( Materialization ) . %% ( Encoding ) iX 3 4~ 3§
RIEIFR. = Fom BERFAEAE, D R 5435 (Decoder) . FH1E
RIBES TR EFE T ML EH , LA R ERREBESHT



862 VN

B R HENLER A

2026 £

T RN B, R E AR EA AR EEREA,
X5ERFESE FTRER, MR A (ACC) ¥y FiRiR =
(RMSE) fE A iTAG R R 47 5 PR AG BB Y 1R BB, A S 2519
BESRER AN T X
2.1 EBEX

RRAEFAREARBAENRBEIRRA > WA P
Wy ERPRBEME D= {(X,Y) =(x,,y,),i=1,2,,
Nt EXREEREAREFRXR IEEY={C,C,
’CN} %E C1 < Cz < e, < CN’ﬁEPﬁ%“ <” %%ﬁ’?
RER.
2.2 FRFEB{LEROD

7 30H% PyTorchFrame HE 48 B ¥4 4038 1 72 W 1918 U
AbF ( Semantic type ) | 7 & 4k ( Materialization ) | 25 #% ( Enco-
ding) iX 3 MERGHR N SME, IR X £33 SME 5153
KRB X, AR5 X, SRR F 5 B2RIE Z:

X, =SME(X) (1)
Z=F(X;) (2)

THE B RS
D,=Z,-Z, (3)

Heb Z, 28 i BP0 N RRRHEEGD, R i K
LB D RBER i =1, N,

HTAFERESA P AR EMIEEES, T g
EEMENERMERI AL, HEEBEBHRLTERR
REVZRAYFE SR AR, B, 3R FI4RAE b 026 () BE AR 0 A P B
BB RIS R R B RIRAREF LR EE
HEE 28 A BB TR

N
OD,; =y, + 2 D; (4)
=

Heb 0D, % i RWAFFHER » RSB —RiREMHE, 5
Ay B9 E BB L5 — BB 0,58 S X B RT3 = A
T FFETIA v, TANE, FEREY REHE.
HIFA FPRE B AR 28 AN E , HOT 2R AR AERE 2 -
w; = || OD; = OD; ||, (5)

R D LA A PO

H o, /25 i #1j ZIBRA FPE.

B2 X Bin, A X BB A PR E
I ER G RERFAERE B, & 55, HEARIFES L Z )
B EESEAFRARNA P A MIESEYE, 8
BN ARZ HPERRGEA FER. &KL, EREA T
BER AR DR AE AL A E , TR IE S R Y 45, A8 R
IRIZE51) 22 1] F) ¢ AIE B 29 58 B340 500 ek, DA T 4 FHAEE BU 1 4328
REA.
2.3 fFEEMIEIRER FA

AT EER A — A BB R R AHIEALBIIY 7R FA. IEAN5|
BPITR, AR SCATTRME x 5 y ZIABNEBESTR R R B R
fiE x BE A AL SRS BIAR R y X — BRI BRI, T ikt
L https : //openml. org/d/287
2 https . //archive. ics. uci. edu/dataset/1/abalone
3https ://www. openml. org/d/23
“https ://www. openml. org/d/188

T3 N5 JRAHE 37 1 7] 69 R 3T R 3 S BRARAE 7R A8/ DX 1R 28
. HEAL N
X, =X+ n’ﬂ"N(ILXT;EXT) (7)
Heb ,m R EHHE Xy 2070 H R 595 BT RS 5 N RS
HIgE R T, B T R 958 2. A 30 A =0. 01
RE RS OD BRI FHMER RS ENMHF, HESHA
[RlEY F 42 BURRLE -

Z,=F(X,) (8)
B EHERIFIE Z' 5RIE Z, AR :
Zﬁmd=max(Z,Zg) (9

Hep max( -+, « ) TR MHMEKBIET AN R RRE
W X RENEEENE, N TEME LRI, RE
ZANKBPRBAE, NTTHIRZIFERBPEBENER,

R RS 5 R A TTAR R M.
AL , FAEBRI R IR SR FA BB K BRE L
pred = Decoder( Z,,,, ) (10)
L, =lossFunction(pred,Y) (11)

FEASCH W48 UER 28 ACC {245 BT, ] lossFunction 238 X
5 2% BRI Xof 815 5 5 AR iR 2 RMSE 1244 I, U] lossFunc-
tion iR ZE 1 K B ¥ Ky KL 474 ; Decoder g Linear
(ReLU(LayerNorm( - )))Z5#4.

B2, AEYCE A S SR8 Z R AL B R R,
Bt TRHMEERIRGR L. B S SRR MR R RHME S
IS HEAAAHBI R ETRE , 4 BRBUNME S S ISR RHME. &
R ESFASEHRTRE , AT EERIERTHBRE. X—
TEANUREB A BERTHSE B B R , 8 5 0 MRS 10 1 BE A
B, B REN TR R A IZ AL RE T , S ECFETE XY SR L i Bt i R
PE AR @A .

2.4 B#id

A SCFTBETH R R B 7E R SE B 432 (| 94T 45 O YR
BRI , H3E o7 PP BE B AR AL RRE ZS TR] , DA A28 R A 4E B X 4
BE. B BRI SRR B AR Ly AT E SR

Ly=a*Lg+(1-a)- Ly (12)

Hop, L RAT 5515 55 B B (B 174l ACC ) 2 38 XU
%,V RMSE N IR EH R ) , T HRIRRI7E 452
BRSSP R TR R 1 s Lop A P EE B L AR IE 25 R Y
K BB, TR TR IRARIE I 20075 , SR KM A FIRE ST 0 22
SR AT HEE SRR A B R AL R & AE. 22V
G BN EEE S o, BRI DL RIEE S R
B 1R 22 W R HE— 5 AL 25 R 454 , AT RS- 2851 IR Y
X4 BEEE B B, RS R P28 S PR R

3 X545

3.1 NBHIESE
HRAEPFHE FERNMR, A ERAAF AR RREESE
Wine_Quality' . Abalone’ .Cmc® F1 Eucalyptus® {f hE 4 %R



434 BER % FFERNASTHMEEMIEERBEF2RTE 863

%&. %R PyTorchFrame " Bl 42004 Jr ¥k , A5 30K Judm 42
=1 AFRBEEREST

Table 1 Summary statistics of ordinal tabular datasets
SRS BAH SRR R Ei: B
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R4 RS BIEE AW IRE, R4 B 7210 2. B4R
ERRANIE 1 Pim.
3.2 ZWiEE

A SE B 35 3% Oy Python 3. 9. PyTorch 2. 3, & f4
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TabCGOK'™? ;3) PyTorchFrame'™! fE 28 v f M IR EE 22 S
¥ TabTransformer'?! | TabNet'*! | FTtransformer®® . Excel-
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W (ACC) FIHg HRIR 2 (RMSE) By SL 45 R 4 5] 3R 2
R 3, R P T RILRARTE PyTorchFrame 2SR HERERAN(E,
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Table 2 Performance comparison of accuracy ACC (% ) on ordinal tabular dataset ( 1 larger value better performance)

FELR HEHE Wine_Quality Abalone Cmc Eucalyptus SEHE R

XGBoost 65.52 32.94 56.76 66.22 15.61

PR CatBoost 66.08 32.06 56.53 72.97 14.06
LightGBM 64.74 33.33 56.08 68.47 15.31
SAINT 63.44 34.13 56.31 72.07 14.48

BRLE TabR 66.23 33.49 56.31 72.97 13.72
TabCGOK 66.91 34.37 57.21 73.42 12.99
TabTransformer 59.64 34.42 56.50 61.00 18.08
TabNet 81.92 55.84 58.35 64.52 5.81
FTtransformer 75.30 38.11 50.50 45.90 18.51

PyTorchFrame ExcelFormer 56.20 35.35 53.38 57.06 20.47
Trompt 63.49 39.77 59.32 70. 69 12.65
MambaTab 59. 80 37.18 58.41 63.34 16.28
Revisiting_ResNet ( backbone ) 82.89 54.56 62.65 75.16 2.15
ODFA ( ours) 84.18 56.27 64.45 78. 96 -

BHE(ACC) B b 44 AT 25 3k 2 AT 41, R 3
BTE A NE R BB & L IR R T PyTorchFrame
REBR AR R B2k O 1k (95 1R A B T ) Revisiting_Res-
Net™) 45 BREEH 2. 15 ~20.47 N F 48, X R W, 764

IR TR AL R SRhS 25 1 T, 25 30T 85 TR 2R i B B B4 BB AR
¥ SR THERYB NIRRT BN, 43075 PR 1
12.99 ~14. 48 M EH 4 R, BE A SO R HhEE. 52
FAMERI R FELR 7 ¥E A0 b, A2 307 39 HE BE e H 14. 06 ~
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Table 3 Comparison of oot mean square error RMSE performance on ordinal tabular dataset ( | smaller value better performance )

HLRHEDR HLFeE Wine_Quality Abalone Cmc Eucalyptus FHER
XGBoost 0. 602 1.418 0.706 0.717 -0.075
R CatBoost 0. 606 1.424 0.707 0.684 ~0.070
LightGBM 0.612 1.400 0.701 0.741 -0.078
SAINT 0.676 1.359 0.717 0.731 -0.085
BEULE TabR 0.620 1.335 0.716 0.722 -0.063
TabCGOK 0.611 1.321 0.715 0.703 -0.052
TabTransformer 0.948 1.707 0.917 1.333 -0.441
TabNet 0.645 1.342 0.827 1.998 -0.417
FTtransformer 0. 660 1.404 0.846 1. 040 -0.202
PyTorchFrame ExcelFormer 0.684 1.363 0.801 0.622 -0.082
Trompt 0. 664 1.323 0.770 0.585 -0.050
MambaTab 0.968 1.486 0.941 1.202 -0.364
Revisiting_ResNet ( backbone) 0.610 1.286 0.767 0.537 -0.014
ODFA ( ours) 0. 587 1.283 0.763 0.510 -

3 M3 £ (RMSE) b 86 5047 MBI SCHTR , B R 25 2
T4 P Z RIMES, B A FEEE T 9288 R
WM E BRIR T RIRE. NERERER 3 7TH, 5 Py-
TorchFrame ' HE 42 FR ()4 B £8 5 s A B, A2 3C J7 6 9 RMSE
HEREML T8 B4R 7 ik (BB THL ALY Revisiting_Res-
Net!™1) | S BB H 0. 014 ~ 0. 441, By F RMSE {8 i {44
REMAT , X R TEM R R BB TR ALER B SRAgET , 430 2 3
TEAEHEIRMRE. SETHERMETRRILM M E
LITBAHEL, A 3 MR E ERBMR, UFE Cme 3
BE EHRAMD. AMERERNRE, AT EEN A R
£ RIS T B THE B Revisiting_ResNet'™ | X 7 —3
BHIE T A SO B PN B R A U BRI S , A
B7E 3 MR A& BiRE] T &AL SOTA () RMSE 488, 3¢ H7E
A ERIEE BT B THER, XA S HIER T A3
LA,

3.5 HEiX

ARITF RHA FPRE S AL B (OD) R AE BRI B R A
(FA) B7ERRERN A P RAB BB T RE S . 0 TS
BB B0 , 45 3CHE Abalone F1 Eucalyptus 3384 13
TTHBER. RBELRERER4TH,ZHQ)HRBILTE
B (1) MR8, RUA P BRI AE = R BB A AU B A

#*4 ODFA JHRE
Table 4 Ablation study for ODFA

xR {H BB Abalone Eucalyptus
&F OD FA ACCt RMSE| ACCt RMSE]
1y Vv 54.56% 1.286 75.16% 0.537
2 v Vv 54.57% 1.285 75.65% 0.526
3) Vv vV 56.20% 1.285 78.60% 0.527
@ vV vV VvV 56.21% 1.282 78.96% 0.510

AOFRIUPERE ; L% (3) R BBIL T L% (1) iR T A RHFIE x
51548 y Z BT IBS K R , 38 1 5 0 R & 5K BRARAE AR
Wik, T A EARRE SRR, AT iR AR BB A7 LR

71, BRAREERMRE; LK (4) 5ER(2) . (3) WX EL, BEHA
B THAE LRSI AR FFE MRS (OD) FsSEE
HERBLH (FA) BRI RSB 225 1AM, 2B (4) §ERK (1)
BXF BB FE AR T AU B AR &5 BT, HR L
LEREE T SBHR A B, 3F R R B £ X ST
RS E.
3.6 EHRHBRASERSH

ASCTF R A PP BE B R S A R SR A S
SHRFERATERAE , AR AR A AER IS (B THERD &
F. B TR IR B A RP 3 B A 3% SR, A SE 56 $E B FTtrans-
former™ I MambaTab'*! 1 i E 48 1 , Z Abalone, Cmc.
Eucalyptus 3 Mg 4 BT RMSE HEREIEAE. R 5 TRER
R, 7B AASCIR H BB S | PR B AR T s i e

RS B EE AT E K (RMSE #8E | )
Table 5 Plug-and-play universality experiments on modules
(RMSE performance | )

Abalone Cmc Eucalyptus
FTtransformer 1.404 0.846 1.040
FTtransformer + ODFA £t 1.408 0.844 0.991
MambaTab 1.486 0.941 1.202
MambaTab + ODFA it 1.3288 0.763 0.675

BETA BTiR7T , {UFE Abalone ¥ 4E ERN (£ X BB L
RICHUESE T A SCHT R AR S B BLAr A T P P B
ENFIHERE , BRSO R T A R R R I BB 7.
3.7 AREBRUIRTRL

BFBER AR A SO R ORI 2 —, B7EE
WA FPRE BRI B 25 8] 4 A, SRTHE R B BE . A
TEWRBR RN MR, LK %7 Eucalyptus $IFE £
53 3% ety B AR R (backbone ) #1455 FFEE B AL AL AOAR
%Y (backbone + OD) BEATHRHE 5+ AT PRALS-A7. BAf i, A0 5C
RILFEFES I —RRRERRERSTNR. B4 RR T
PR T R TS R B T WL 2, 7R AU P At B T
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BERN (ZE) , SRR RES T EBRRES, KEH
FEOER. METI AR FERMAERE (CHE) , &5
BYRRAE 5370 S 7 S8 D i, SR IR B FT o B3R X — 45 R

bk

o,
el SR s, e gt »

e e A
L LE A

» b

Backbone

Backbone+0OD

B4 AP ESR BRE 2= R RCR T AL
Fig.4 Visualization of the feature space optimization
effect of the ordinal distance optimization module

R, A PR R LA BER BE A AL R 2377 , RN 28
BB , N TR T AL R B Ak BE.
3.8 HEREMSH

T HEREEEHE RO E, AXEZBRHRAT 158
WENLFH T R2 AR 3 BT 15 WKW R HMME, MAE 5
MERTX 15 WEKBLERNIGEE. B S PRINEH, &

ACC-std
0.025} 0O backbone
0.020L @ backbone+FA
B o015 & backbone+FA+OD
0.010f
0.005 |_|:.
o |_|::l
wine_quality abalone cme eucalyptus
Dataset
0.035k RMSE-std
0.0301
0.025F
= 0.020f
“0.015F
0.010f
2w (10 [T
0wine_quzality abalone cme eucalyptus

Dataset

Bl5 BOEHHER ACC #1 RMSE HRER E M
Fig.5 Impact of improvement module on model ACC
and RMSE performance stability

Xof bt B T8 (backbone ) | B T &L + FR1E 3 58 8 2k (back-
bone + FA) I B TR + FHENTRIEIR + B PR 3
(backbone + FA + OD)3 FiEiRIRT,8 ZHATEE F Y 6 4FH
HiAniE 22 (std) BWTREAR AR EY. SU7ZE Cme $HE £ HY ACC-std
# Eucalyptus 338419 RMSE-std IR 3R in bk g%, 555 3
7 % (backbone + FA + OD) WiRE Z K TH — R F R
(backbone) . XS PUGR R B, FRAE I SR B 1 7 2 R 75 A
FHTHREEN BT E I, R R B B iz L BE 7.
Ak, T BT B LA H 5 B A B — 2R B T B e SE
P B X — T, B T A SCHR H BB R R R IR R
AL RE 7 75 T R R
3.9 BENZETEAEIIIEEXRE

ASCE I INR TR E DR ARE , IR EERRE R B
ARHRALERERLR RS M A E BT, 2T T
BXCE B T W4 X L L5 B RR JRARAE x R 5 1
FRAE x, ¥958 13 B T R4 Revisiting_ResNet ™ SR BUGME , 35
SR VRN FARAE x FINRRE S BARE x, A BB F
SHMHFERIEES PN B T4 Revisiting_ResNet 32 it
FHIE. R 6 PRI ERKRY, DB T HE LB A Wine_
Quality .CmcEucalyptus 3 MHIEE EBEHERBMT R

RO BB TRAERMERME ACC(% ) HERRLLE
Table 6 Comparison of accuracy ACC (% ) performance of
single and double branch backbone

Wine_Quality Abalone Cmc Eucalyptus
=253 83.62 56.99 63.22 75.97
W 84.18 56.27 64.45 78.96

XBTRE. FESAR, 5B TG LERHMERBN S
B, AT REH T ARMASIERN 27 S BB EH B IhsE, K
TR AL AR, O B T P 4838 o 43 FF Ak 38 JFURRAE F0n
FRHE, A RGE S T X — [0 88, AT HF BB B S0 20 E 1
HIRR SR FH T L RITR U AR,
3.10 EFEIFFEERTEL
AXEZRPIRE b, 3B THER 54 30R 41 4 ODFA
Tk B BT R TR AT T X EL AT, BRI ILR 7. L ACC

&7 A3 ODFA J7is 5 & TR EIT 45 LB

Table 7 Comparison of ODFA method and backbone model time overhead

ACC BRI 82 EE (B) RMSE I [J] T 8% b (#5)
Wine_Quality  Abalone Cmc Eucalyptus  Wine_Quality  Abalone Cmc Eucalyptus
BTER 76.75 66.37 40.8 30.92 109.19 70.81 45.02 32.34
ODFA (ours) 156. 64 132.31 84.25 79.39 125.69 152.24 74.37 60.29

1 RMSE 1845 9k ik &2 W B0 6 B R &, ODFA AR
RREIT 2 0 B TREARB N HE X~ 2R ERET
ODFA BRI T T WAL, T A T RLAERN g 8
ST P4 45H4. ODFA 7E I 4R 12 i 7 2 R B 2 A ARPAE
R SREAFRR, BB EERMAE PR EE
B HAM L TG R XM 4 T B B &3 hn. 14,
ODFA it¥5 KA A FrBE R FRHIE 2 AL R IEBERI 1R 45
BB TR R R, N 20E & I mEDJT 4. RE

3https . //www. microsoft. com/en-us/research/project/mslt/

ODFA Mt E AR BT L7t B A B ERA PR
BAMRREH T HRAER, BB R R BERN A
FRoetE. Bk, e SRR B R AR, AT URSE T B R AME SRR,
FEAR R BB SR B Z R AT A
3.11 ZHRRE

Microsoft’ iR 42 & — A F TR WL RA AW i K
RIRMBIRSE, S 1,200,192 MR FRIEZE R 136 4,
RHIFHE 5 ANMER, ERVBIE P I — P RIEARS;
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2026 £

HFERHE R BAR BB R, 45 3CFE Microsoft® ¥
B XA ERB R A SO BT T R 2% (ACC) Xt
PesEEe , 45 RN E 6 P . KI5 R3REN, A 3005 ik ODFA 7
EANELERN LR P RE TR R, REMK T B THE
Bl Revisiting_ResNet, H —F AR LAY, X—F2 ]
RER U, BYIRE S R B RN , B RFINHEASHTE B R
43, 5 RHEAE A B B BT M AR TE BT, &
SCH Ik ISR R 1 8 20 R 7 0 S 5 S X B B RR Y IR T
fEFZRA R, T RE S BUSAE BRI B R B i) ORI SS . X R

Comparison of ACC(%) Across Different
Models on Microsoft Dataset
59.50%

60F 53.67% 55.07%

Bl 6 4 JEE7E Microsoft B4 £ ACC(% ) HERELLEL
Fig.6 Comparison of ACC(% ) performance of
methods on Microsoft dataset

B, YR TR R R RUR S ERE B MR T RER 2] —
SEFRM, BHRERED BB S ELT , R R Y
ARAERHE— BB, KRR TAETURRER N
RAVEEIE SR IR, IG5 & B M 2 S 8ol
GIrE, A SO TR RIXTA PR R R RE S

4 B 4

B RRBE PR R BT WA, 2 CRE T
—FMEFER A SEEMY RN REE R 2L TE. &
TriE R ASH R AR AR R SRR
DERAFERRAERETEFERNIEFEEME S
e, 2R BE RS A PP B R, F PR A R AR 2 A f 4L
BUE ; MAMEEBIE R R N BT H PR R FRME SRS
UTABRET R , 38 P TR B DR B A URTARAE , DASCHRAREAR
RINIR. ASUTTIETE 4 M ATFE FREEE EBUSE LR
AYPERE , FEA B T A SO EARUE. BhAh, B H RS B AR
BRSNS AT AN T PR L SE B3 S AT, B T
BRSO RN REFNZ AL A% B9 02 BEFE R , R L BA T 43X
7 SR ) e R, SR , R 3075k 7 TR T 65 0 K MU B
£ ERRIAHARZZITY, RROPIAKE S RRELSH
RRAF AR, RASTRIESHERGNAETFRRE
#, DB R A R R R E B AR AR AR B
B, BhAh , RRBHE BT E R R M i E
BLRHEAR FFREBIRA LT R, BIERRBERRRES
P53 2R 55 P REFIZ AL A4 59 1R B, 98K /DA B 7 rb 78 R AR
0T o BRI TED T8 , A TR B 2% SUIRAY & R
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