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Frequency-aware no-reference image quality assessment method

guided by human visual system characteristics

GAO Minjuan’, LI Yankang, SONG Chenye
(School of Computer Science and Technology, Taiyuan Normal University, Jinzhong 030619, China)

Abstract: To address the issues of insufficient frequency information utilization and the limited
capability to represent high-frequency details in complex distortion scenarios for no-reference image quality
assessment(NR-IQA) , a frequency-aware quality assessment method guided by human visual system
(HVS) characteristics is proposed. First, a lightweight hierarchical Vision Transformer network is
employed as the backbone for multi-scale feature extraction, enabling information modeling from local
textures to global semantics. Second, a frequency-aware gating module inspired by the contrast sensitivity
function(CSF) is introduced. This module adaptively modulates distortion features across channel,

frequency, and spatial dimensions to enhance the model’s perceptual sensitivity to sensitive frequency
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information. Subsequently, a high-frequency enhancement module based on the Discrete Cosine Transform
(DCT) is designed, which strengthens the model’ s response to local high-frequency degradation through
spatial and channel interactions in the frequency domain. Finally, multi-level features are aggregated to
improve the collaborative representation capability among features. Experimental results demonstrate that
the proposed method achieves a Pearson Linear Correlation Coefficient (PL.LCC) of 0. 981 and a Spearman
Rank-order Correlation Coefficient(SRCC) of 0.980 on the LIVE dataset. On the authentic distortion
dataset LIVEC, the PLLCC and SRCC reach 0. 911 and 0. 888, respectively, while the SRCC in the cross-
dataset evaluation reaches 0. 907. The proposed method effectively improves quality prediction accuracy in
complex distortion scenarios, exhibits strong generalization and robustness, and can provide reliable
support for perceptual quality optimization in intelligent visual systems.

Key words: no-reference image quality assessment; contrast sensitivity function; frequency perception;

discrete cosine transform; feature fusion

nu\«

1 3]

Wi & BRI 75 e Bl B W AR RE L R 4
EORVAST 2 | e o S TN <[ B ke K ok R 1
WAL H AR AW B B0 EUR R 15 B3k
W5 A4 B 2R SR, RUR AR B R4 AL
iy M BRI A S B B 46
PR K Mg O S i 45 Z2 Bl R R B2, S 3R AL
FritiR A, FEAITE B e b 20 Ok ELE (R
FEAE, IF AR AN [A] 25 ) RUEE 5 050 48 3 [l N A B
G A i P U e AR 5, 2 BRI E
P AGE I | AR AR 45 T i R e AT 55 B HERR M . i
TS B R e e R HE DL ARAS X N Y TSk B S
1%, &2 % B 1% & i 3F i (no-reference image
quality assessment, NR-IQA ) 1% #i ¥, fy 1% &b PR
55 L SR SR 40 35K 1) R BRI

N 5 £ 4 (human visual system, HVS)
E I8N B 5T 5t s B A TS % 000 5 3 P A 1, X
NS SOV T J 3 25 46 45 i AR B0 S U
A W 5T R B, M aE X L Rk pR R (contrast
sensitivity function, CSF ) BE 1% A R i A HR XA
[Fi] 22 [ 43 24 1) mie) iy R4, O 2 300 b M R ) s 3
PE Y R 3 BB | 45 B R S O B
BF e A5 AR AR AT 2 e A W S AR Ak, DT L4 52
M A5 R o o PRI, (SRR 4 ) Sul AR A B AR
— RUEEAF B 38 HHE DL S B 2 R L R
BN R BT ML i 45 A HV'S Y 45 2R K
DRV PR AN () 51 5 B A AT R RO R R R
T+ NR-IQA P fE (1) 5 EE A5 J5 1] .

I AR Ok, 3T 4 BURR 4 X 2% (convolutional
neural network, CNN) 5 Transformer i % & 2% >
7 ETE NR-IQA AL %5 i ieds 1 8 F ke, Jf e 4
Jry M FRE T 2 ROBERRAE SR IR LA S iE A B 3Rk
S5 7 R B s A L SR, A WA
FEAE P SR A i DR 1) [ 850 . — 7 1T, 228007 L TN
] i 2 Rl b A 4 JR 1 SCERASE TR S R AR R
B P52 S S B 2R A5 5 A 2 R R DDA OC 1Y R
A Y IR ki = AR T RO AR X A ) S
RERRARE S Z IR ) — i, 78 2 R FRAE
Filt A Ao B rh AN T] 2 GORAAE 22 TH] 9 DG B G &R i oK
BN FE5r R, R BB 4015 5 42 Jmy i SCZ a1k = A 4%
PR IR, DA 5 e A5 784 56 52 2% 2% L ARR AIE 119 3% 3K B
F o IR n) R — o R L PR TR A A S
I 7% O L7y 5 DA B 5 A0 R AT 55 v iz Ak Pk e

B X b R R] A, AR SR CHR A5 R A
SRR R TS % FG RN k. Hk,
PA Swin Transformer-Tiny /£ K& T B 45 , ¥ & 2
PACKFNE B2 CZE AL, 52 90 A Jg 0 S0 B 1) 4 Jy i
A5 B AR LUK, BT 32 M CSF e & By 4 38
SRR A B, DA T A A 5 s ] 3 4 FE X R
FURFAESEAT 305 9 1, DL 8 5 7 %o A AR ek
I B A B RE T 5 i — 2D b, 2 T K
AL (DCT ) Y i A% 0 38 5 B e 38 2o 25 (1]
538 38 22 HHLE R AR 0 2 5 S0 AE A
5L, DU 4t A5 AR X6 Jeg 8 4 15 1R Ak ) SR AE BE
B i, 7E LIVE. CSIQ. TID2013, LIVEC LI K&
KonlQ-10k 55 28 FF #4548 I JF | 52 0, 45 R 3R
B A SO B TE A R B S Bk B 5 R B



509 )

R RO, A R BE R R 51 5 B9 50 3 IR T 2 2 R BT i P AN O Tk 1269

17 B 0 TN BE 5 R B i 1 Bt M a4
ZAERE T .

2 FEITAE

2.1 EFTREZFINESEEGREITMN
B HEG TR IEHR R LT T ARY
SO T AR ] R AR AR R T R R R, R
7 1 T BAR R 25 () S e T LA N T
TiE X PG AR AR B A7 i Ak, 19 T 22 3L B4R
25 1) Jo o PEAG SR | AR AR I B A1 A AR
VAR BT A Z ROBEE 27 [ FRAE (1 i A AT
FIREFF RN KR, 5T 46 B 2 N 45 (%) 7
R TR B RRE R AERE T . BN, 5] A
3 I D 5 AL S A A AR A AR 4 A TR Y
25 8l A5 A T B TN S 0, DT B T X B AR
REMTEMEES . BLAh  TE MRS PPN 1 R AE 2
BUZ T, 2% ikt IS %R I T &5
S AN, FE T B0 A S 0E S i I PE AN HE SR
i 3 5| AR B B 5 S0 A5 B AL, 7R X HE
VO B Je 45 R AR 0 Y Rk B R B T A Y
PERE . SR, fh S B N o o e L3RR TGk
HZ% B IR AZIER A 5 /s X 502
R R R Y BT NR-IQA BFSE I L o
UEAE K, M3 Transformer 48 44 4% {5 H 4 )5
R AR A AR RE 7, 28 0 A 1 A R 1 R 5
Jr o B 2o R 5 2o R AR FME LA 1Y
i) 8, 22 ] PR 5 & Transformer £ S2 LT
Xt B A 43 B R AR RS s A A AR R S
1 — B0 20 3 E A AE 4R R T T A
LY MR T 4 R 5 R R AR AR Y 5
HRES . U 2 ROE 54 5 19 B & ML
P % 8 oy 9 o5 B A 25 R 2 L SEAT 45 b, e
HH RE 8% A7 3005 Ak 19X 4 6 e A1 S0 385 ) 3 At Y 1Y
FHHERE S RIS, S 4 TR R A 85 3k 37 55 v 11
ZALVEBE 3T R G I G R DL
BRSO TE ik AR AR R . ek,
Bt VR T2 I 6% 75 By 2 W6 Jr R AR AR AR R4 ) R, F
8 — 25 AR ER AR 3 08 5 1 5] LS
FFRRIERE S A0 B B b ik R R AE 1 5
) Transformer i 4 5 W' | 24T 55 45 1iF 34 5ik )
2 DL K KL Tl 5| i 22 RRE R AE B B 451
P qE — s R L T TR X R Ok X

BABE S

SV BUA TR L 24 2] 05 A AR 25 8] 3 22 RO
AE AL TN Rz A LA R i SO | 555 7 A 1
R BE R, 9 22 FORE RUATS 35 AR A5 3R 25 (W) ik
P 3T 5 N E R G R A B DI O
AR S A B B = R X — R
BIR ] 0 4SS R o M T 4 O 52 A BT BT R R O
TR IE 2% LAY BILBE SRAIE BE
2.2 ANRURRFSIGHERE

P A5 It ) 2 A i 28 B ke T N AL 5
RYe, AR R0 PR B RS R W 50
T P8 4k BRI i v B AT B A A A0 30 8 e LD
Xk AN [ 5[] 430 3 53 e A T 25 T X ) 2k
BUR B A AR 3 2 3 0 LB T U R B e
{0 A 255 200 33X — ) O AL, R L R Al A g
A BT v A AR i O AR, TN e e
R 1 U AR O A58 B PR R BR
4 4 R, B X T 2R A 7S 8 R T RS 5 o L AR
BRI — 23R R T 5 A L0 R P A
PR A AR

SR, U] 75 T )2 19 28 A v e It AR i 2 R
Rk 5 T AR AT 2 TS A EE R A
KAFFTIR T I 2 G i P AR RE S fi
THBUE T ORS L (A A 2 8 A B 2 R O 1] 55
2 A BE 5 T A 0k B R A ST B R RN e
V5 (L B e AT o LGS S SRR 1 A 1, BB AR R T
BETT RS T 52 LTI IR L 5 0% 2 (] )7

TG GL R AR AL B b oy B v T
BB B a5 b S I £ B SR, 2RI
To % 7% G i BT R B2 7 o HE 2R K Z2 473
T2 A SR A A AR P AR T A S A I R
RS TR R M 25 B AT A AR ol T B B X
W R SR S R LR 3 B4 O 3R A AL S R X
BB T 46 O 52 55 5 AT W S 031 24 o Dol 8 A8 R A
14 2K ECAL 2R 20 im B S 4TS A7 e — 5 R R o A G F
FEE— LR, e Ge 23 A By e 48 b 5 2 oE
SN Z A7 AE — % i 22, a5 1A A 38 D 2R
5 BN 5L J 0 R AN Y A s kAT O
PRI FEX B 207 M R 1 STk A 2 B AR T
PR, R R AT B N 50 0] B R R A 114 931 3 SR
AL, I 7558 b 5 S 1) 26 B O T BURGR Ak
J 53, T Ay A S R R I g iR A Bl ) g o 4 R



1270 W5 Bos

%415

WA
2.3 BEGEHMETIEESEMEERM

e S s i BARR A B ep i 2k B0
T Jmy 05 440 5 A5 e AR 3 R e S A2 BN AR T X
S v 45 A I AR Ak 2 T R N 28 ) RS
() 2 LI T 285 0 SR, TR )2 1 4 I 445 7 3 &%
TORFE SR R L B RS S BUR A
BB LK o Rl X TS Transformer 4
TUZRAG T AR R 2 B B G i 4 R KRR AR
T G Z AR, JR 0 SU R 5 6 R R AE 2R S R R
5220 , W 1) 555 A5 7R o Ry 3 2 L X a8k A SR T
RIERES ™

Bt X R AR AL A T 24 R 2 v 1 A 2K i) A A
B E B R B 5 B — R A R
P SR B o AH G 9T & B, 38 3 A Bk R 42 itk
N TR AR AIE 1 AR LA o I T B0E T R
Tl G v U2 I 28 A I O A v AR/ IN AT B AE
R 5% ik DRI 4% o R 5 B0 0 B A0 9 R Ak ]

TE G 5 DT 450, T 5 3 1 4% )y 3 2k
FRAT R T KEFR . AR AR, o ERK
i R R SURRE 2 5 Z W R i Al iR k(s B . ok
I, 456 05 2] 5 2 RUBE I FURN 1 7 4 HE 2 4%
P, DU AT RE R B R B AE ¥ A0 2k BURRAE , O 4
FHEF B RTZARE 7. Rl i ik
AT 25 40 i A5 A v i 55 A R R
RFEAE , A 1 — A5 0 T R SRy AR Ak 45 4 ) Sk

SRR
Swin T
backbo

JUAE B3R 7 A JR ¥ O LA Ty T RS T
— 5 HE R A B BE T R 22 AT AR 2 1] Sl o ) 22
RO A BBt A AR A, T i A4 1 B 5 RE T 47
FEAE—E R BR o X T e 4 2k 0™ A= 4 B R LA
Lo M P 5 | R A S v A0 G i A% LR R AR A, Y
MR 25 ) SR A A 1 M DA S BRAT K0 1 5 0 U
RAE . MICZTT 5T B HOAY 3% 788 e S8 05U 70 By
5 ¥ RE W8 TN L e X AN [+ A5 5 R 3 AT O i
55 R HE , AT B AT 200 i i 2 | S0 H A v AR
fefE B R, &5 & A e 2% e 5 45 () - 3 A2 B
B, ¥ A N S R i J8 R R 1 1 g U e
587 1% e it — R TF LS R i O PR fE
4 827 1)

3 ATk

by T A5 R A A% AR LR Ol R AR
SR IR AR AR A R ARG T A S T — b
R R AT 5 | A3 B 431 28 SRR T 2 7% PR o 6 DF
Brdrd o %07k B S T AR AR MR AR
HURRAE 3G 5 | 22 ROBE AR il DA B ot o T ) 4 A4~
B4 ARG A 1 TR 9 DA g 21 s 7 258
YR R

B B, fir A RGB 2k B EUL 2wl 2519
SwinTransformer-Tiny, 15 2| A [5] B Bz fi 4 1) 4 41
JZRAFAE 6 A [A) % 52 B 5 1 CREJE , ik =
TR 7E 55 M\ JR i S0 3 B 4 Jmy 45 0 1 S 22 )2 IO

X
ne
[ TCB ] [ TCB

TcB | [ 1CB |

/ High-freq perception \

)
l

|

I
(

Pooling and concat

DCT spatial | | DCT channel
interaction interaction

C @—]
k Conv3x3+GroupNorm

Learn able scale

( Quality regression head \

Global pooling

FC layer

s seone |

FI1 o AHE 22 ]

Fig.1 Overall framework diagram



509 )

R RO, A R BE R R 51 5 B9 50 3 IR T 2 2 R BT i P AN O Tk 1271

HRR . 4 ULZ GRS B 28 AN R B 5 5 SR
Transformer-CNN Hf 4 468 B g 47 45 E 4 95 , 4% 46
BeAE QR 73 SO A7 4k B 00 ] I, X6 4 — B A i 52
SRR ] 5 R i e 8 ) 22 RO R 4R
Bo 2 R FHIE Bl & BEHORE 25 73 3 X 5 =
Gi— 23 ) oy AR pEAT O PR R 2 R HE R
028 2 A — it i 3 s 25 6], 2 AR & 4 JR R AE .
R Tl Ji B AR A A DA e 0 A G e A R A
i 3 3 T A L s ] A H AR R A R
H A R A B R AR 22 T A o G R BOMALUE 5
Pl R A 0, A B e 20 5 R s o R[] Sk
X i 4 RN AR IIAT 42 JR it Ak 5 4 SR e 5,
Hh R 2 B A R U R AR DRSO B SR Ak Y
BN R Rt R RS PO INEE PR RIA TR e

Swin
Transformer
Block x2

Swin
Transformer
Block x2

o0
=
2 5
= |53
5 o
2 5
= =
Q Q
= g
& 3

Patch merging

x3

(a) BEIRZERY

(a) Overall structure

B S B B R AR [ A e g AR X R A K]
16 45 i 1 B o 0 A
3.1 IE X HFEREN M 4%
Swin-Transformer % F & T R & & 11 A9 )2 K
BT, 745 55 52 2% BE 1Y [R] I , BB 6% A 4 b
S BT 5 A0 1 A5 B S AR EE A (B Ak, R
B3E A T UG BT PP AT 55 OB AR S5 # ] 2
JI7R o S8 TE G 2R A 4 G 7 rh BB A 3 A 4R
AR R TS R R RHIE R s B B A
G FH AR 22 ROBE R AR s X R el v AR
(9 )2 AL R AE T A F T 20 1 S5 A S0 B 48 Y
BB LM ZRER T RAR Wi SRS
FUBERF AR Fil G B HUE WU HAR T 42, Dy Je 2k
T 23R % R 348 i R JoT s 00 2 AR T R A R AR A

t
[ MIp ] [ mMLP |
i f
[N ] [ IN ]
Swin
Transformer ? GF
Block
) [ W-MsA ]| [sw-MsA |
it i
[ MLP ] [ MLP |
. /

(b) Swin Transformerfi it
(b) Swin Transformer block

Kl 2 Swin Transformer-Tiny % {4 2% #4

Fig.2 Overall structure of Swin Transformer-Tiny

K 2(a) B 78 T Swin Transformer-Tiny A9
ARG AN R S 4 2 KR 3 Bk (patch
partition) ¥ 17 AR B Xl 43, 8K J5 8 3 4 Pk i A
(linear embedding ) ¥ & 5 B e 5 3] ¢ fiE ik A 25
[a] . Bl J5 P 2% 1E A B Swin Transformer Block X 2
5 & 14 H 4 I (patch merging) 20 i 1) JE 7R 45 4
HIG, ZAEMEM G EE 3., B — K E
G YA IR AR FRAE B (7 25 (8] 43 B R o | 1E
B —A% o W% — B B R AL Swin
Transformer Block X 2, NI4T T RALEAE ., &
i AN B L W4 2 R AR I L 1 1,
X A 3 38 28 43 3 R 96,192,384 I 768, x4k
FRAE DT )2 B IR 2 2 40 4 iR BB B IR 2 R AR
W2 I W Ry RS ERAT , h R AR IR S — R S
THE5 M0 B, VR 2 FR AR 8 ) 3 2 p 4 4y 51 LR

i3S A BT MG T A R A S 0
K 2(b)4% H T Swin Transformer Block [
TREER . BB B O £k AERE 1 (W-MSA)
H5¥ALE N2k AER T (SW-MSA) L&A,
IEG A R H— 45 2 2 BN LS5 8 3E 17 Rk AR
o, HirBSRNAX (DR,
Z'=W-MSA(LN(z" "))+ 2"
Z’=MLP<LN(2’))+Z’

Z’:MI,P<I,N(2/))+2/ W

2" =SW-MSA(LN(Z2"))+ 2

3.2 SR E AR B A B AR R
NRALHE ZGE (HV S ) 75 JEA & AR T 1] X

AN T 25 T 48 3 A B AN [) 25 8] DXk 8 2k E0OF-



1272 W5 Bos

%415

RNEA AR R U . A TFE R, ST L
B50E% R L (CSF) B 1% 2 imi A HR X AS [7] 253 i) 43
F4 o 7 e R R R e TR S R, B AR 3
B0 e A5 A ) 0 % T Sy R i X o A R g e s
[E1) 51 56 1 R AR X e 5 . R S B ah %
A0 75 FH S 1) A8 3 8 43 X 5 e S L R R Y
RPN 0 € i Nk b =X N B I N T g
DX Hh 1 G DR A PR B A JER Y S I O S A
] R, 7R BT RN AT 55 H , MBI 3R 35 A
i 2 T A0 SRR AIL A A B O A A R
X AR LA SRR A, D DA T 1] J8% 0 19 Jo k5
B AR 2, Tk — AP, AR SCHE Y 4% 4
P R GI AT — Bl 32 905 X L AR pR KU & B A
AN 5 B He (CSF-weightedfreqgate) o % A&
P 3 Ao AR SO R AIE AT A 3 BT e AR R
i B 56 A 55N ZE B IR % BT R G 1 A R R
FLAE B, DT 1 T+ P 50 5 o T000 A v e . LA
M5 TR ARRE x e R de i i =
2 P AT B I S g F S 80 AR e, O 5
WRAELTE | 1 LA R AL R0 % 43 &5 1 BE 4 A1 o 7
A it by A R A AR A A X L R
PR B0 N7 AT R A AR TR i ) 4% R A% X AN [i) AR R
B4 BEAT A R INA . CSF ACER oR H01 K 24
K (2) PN
CSF(f)=s exp( —5f) (2)

Horp o fRORZE AR ;o 5 BN AT 2 S5 T
IR AT R 1 2 R . 12 ek R BB RL () A
SHESS N30 AR N R O AN e =R TR Sl
FI 1 ) X 00 JE8 R TR 8 /) g e AR AR 2 A
G5 o WIS R FH A2 AR X A AT A, 45 3
AR B R B oA, I8 ) 4 Jr P B R R R IR A
T A A5 % AR A | B 200 i 22 2 B ML AR
I RO AR, SRR AT e R 1 3
P

ik — 25 B 2 YE I R FLRIERE ), AR S
Fa) T 4 A A I B A R AE R R B,
Pl 3 s B AT UL 102, O T S B 2 A R O LR
F 1 8 0 CORS B O R R G R
2% [A]REAE (4 A7 81 11 107 S0 1 ST 4 - 47 R
AL -2 ) E L7 0 ER AT P IR AL B IR OB A 6 A
K B AE 3G 58

FLRT 5 8 4, AR G AL

2% B A9 AN TR R I T G AT T A O O
R T 5 RG5O DR G B4 5C B R AE 2
JE e 2 BRSOk B A BIBR TR 0 Bl
51 A CSF A % B3 A T T AL, X 9 38 f
F1% 20 ¥ R I AT RSB ARL , LA 5 i A6 28 o A6
w0 R R 4 O 5 A G BT 5 | A 4 R AR i
ARG RO BE T B ST, E A A E] R ) Sk
— RN G SO KA R IR AL A SR R O B X
SO FLAL S RS EE AL S R R GA L X
Fift B AT B A5 A [ 2 B2 B4 R AT 98 ) BE 68 TE
AR JZ B A fie KR JEE iR A T AR R X A
S R L LB 20 1 RE ) o

Input x (C in)

Conv 1x1
v
Channel gate (SE)
AvgPool—Conv1x1—GELU—Conv1x1—Sigmoid
&
b

| CSF frequency gate |

EET—2D

CSFWeight Wil —> ’

&
\l/

Spatial gate
DepthConv3x3—Conv1x1—Sigmoid

Q
Multi-scale conv
[ Conv3x3 (local) | * [ Conv3x3 (global) |

[ GroupNo:m+GELU }

e
%3 # % Transformer-CNN 1R 4 e
Fig.3 Frequency-aware Transformer-CNN hybrid module

TE 52 i b AR 7 1 X 2 B AR AE R R 22 0 B
Heift — L5l A s &8 5 R 25 0 & B il 2
FROBE B FRE5 |, LA Tm) s 452 200 0 J32 Jmy B 803 5 o
P NS S S =N S I N e g F
B 25 3% 45 7 AT AR IE LG, i A (3) R

Y=z+a-F(x), (3)

Hor o TR ABRE  F () 3R Zead 2293 32

5 2 RO @B MR IE AR B, o S 7T 22 2] (1) 5% 2

TR RO, SRR S TE LR R M 2% R
S P B[R] s 1 3 7 45 i e 2 R AE 1Y DT K o

g5 LR 2R B DB 3 A A ] 34



509 )

R RO, A R BE R R 51 5 B9 50 3 IR T 2 2 R BT i P AN O Tk 1273

JEE X R R AE SR A7 B W] 8 ), ORI CSF R 2L
AL HR X A [R] 451 28 % 0 00 SR R o R0 2%
A 8 T 0 O 7 P15 v 0 3 U005 2 ) 8 3 1 25 4
S5y E B o X R E RS ik ELUEHIBE J7 1 TR
NS S N R i =N = N S NS ve e A SRS
Jox i PE AT 55 B A SO R R IR R A BE
3.3 SRR

Shy AR R AL GE 2R 40 % i S BB S A
P 1 R | AR SO T T v AR R B, 45 4
B A FTR o BB T 8 TR 5% 70 4 DA 25 ] 55 58
T PR A 2 P 3 8 R 3 0 S 0 Ay, 2 BRI — 1k

J R A i
— 1

. . . 3 B\
DCT spatial interaction DCT channel interaction

Z

DCT-2D
High-pass mask IDCT—dct_

| IDCT-2D—spatial mask |

4
X
&

Spatial=x-mask s

[ Conv3x*3+GroupNorm ]

| MaxPool || AvgPool |

[SumHConv 1x 14>Sigmoid]

_ o
\ e——
Channel=x-gate ¢

ouT
4 IR R
Fig.4 High-frequency perception module

DCT 75 [8] 22 H. 43 3Z (spatial interaction) LA %
AFHEx € RVt AT — 4 DCT A8
a2 gk F s, X (4) s .

X =DCT(x). (4)

DCT FRETE e V- 1h0 v & S A I
AN N R A REAE AR B LB S L,
) A IR A M e RY Y K Ae A RO X S
5 T U8 B8 HL A 1 00 DX i, AT A5 3] e AR B S 1Y
BREREAE , A 5K (5) i

X, =XOM . (5)

b X AT DCT A8 $ 75 245 1] da 25 451 0 7

e, AL (6) frs

m=1DCT(X,). (6)
Bifl J 3 3k 32 o5 3fe 3 ) TR U R AE E AT BT AR
T, MA KT
r.=x®m . (7)
AR s R AR R AR S T R A 2 A AT R A
it 9 25 RE 1 0T 25 By SRR AT 5 | Jk2 1 o A1 e 0 L e
5 1 I PR HR S RO A R M e Y R 1 R A S
HsRERAENE
DCT i@ i 32 H.4> 3 (channel interaction) [A] ££
SR DCT 5 IDCT ¥4 ¢ AE B S 3] 450 380 O B2
AR AR B SR AR AE o, B S 4 B E AT B IS R
I R F T 4 e DL R ISR T R AR . B
R A X R 35 2 e e 37 5 B I A 52 T EORK SF 3
Ak S B IR R AR AR, PR G O AR 8 A
) 1 8 i 34 v 002 ECRRAIE o R K e T 4 Al i
A 1 X 1R (groups=32) 47 @l A& I A pl i 18
H B SIAE a,, Wi J5 45 Sigmoid pf ECAT 21 38 1E
A X iy A RR AR AT 38 JE bR, an s X (8)
E?i‘:
z.=1®0s(a.). (8)
Zat PR RE NS [ Bl R g A 2R L R Y R
AIE 38 18, [R) EE 00 o % o DFAik DT R L /0N 1 38 1A
N o 23 (8] 43 3 53 18 43 S0 AT RS I
3X 3 F5E LR AR R AR IR &, 158 H GroupNorm
AT IH — b ab BRAS B B 2 i, an A= (9) TR -
y:GN(Convgxg(strxf)). (9)
25 (0] 43 32 2 W g A0 2 L 30 ) 67 B 43 AT,
T8 43 S Z0 1 0 3 A R IR RS R FL AR 4R FE P el
R TE G —HE AL AT IS EEL, I 45 AR AT
THEE T B T 14 508 i 490 45 48 742 1k 1) SRR RE ) T
F Sy J 8 Jo 5 1500 4 AR S hn AR vh T Ok L XY
FRIERIR

4 EBERL SN

4.1 HEESTMIER
4.1.1 SBHELE

ARSI AE 54 A TF TQA K diE 5 (3414 ik
KB B AR E) E AT A AL . X
A RS LIVESY [CSIQ™ \ TID2013™ %4
£ T RS B CLIVE™ 1 KonlQ-10k ™%k
P, R 1AM Bk S AFFEIRE R TS B .
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Tab.1 Main parameter information of datasets
EES %% E1R PR P AT RIEER MOS/DMOS
LIVE 29 799 5 518 6 [0,100]
CSIQ 30 866 6 455 [0,1]
TID2013 25 3000 24 5 [0,9]
LIVEC 0 1162 HRH — [0,100]
KonIQ-10k 0 10 073 HIKRE — [0,100]
4.1.2 ¥t RS0 (%) 25 4 T 14 e Bk A1 5 o

Ry % W b, A PFAil AR SC T 4R TR B A A
B MERE L A SCR FH R 5 2 37 i <5 3l =
i bR HE GE T VE A 48 AR« B 2R b 2 M A OC R AL
(Pearson linear correlation coefficient, PLCC) F i
B2 IR 8 Bk AH 5 2 % (Spearman rank-order correlation
coefficie-nt, SRCC) .
(1) Bz IR 2t #H ¢ R4

PLCC 3= %] 7 iy 5 B B F0 I 3 %4 55 L S
TV 43 Z 18] Y 2 PR AR OGP, WL S e 1 A5 R 78
0 o B L 32X (10) B

> (s =9(e.—7)

PLCC= — , (10)

N

/2(&-—5)22(%— 7)

o N R IR AR Y BB, s, B g, 43 i 2ROR
555 1 MR PRLAZ Y B 52 3200 0t 3 43 R R T 149 &%
T A 43450, 5 G 43 AR 2R B AT T PR A S
LT 9 - 347 {1 0 8 X0 39 00 43 K50 A S 4 48
(2) 37 f2 IR 2 B A OC R 4L

SRCC UK H F B B A 1 Bk E 47315,
FH T T 40 B0 ISP =2 ) A B R — B
SR TR R G BT HE R R L s
X (1D R -

5
N(N*—1)’
Ao N AR v ) R B, J RS I A
187 £ W BE 43 1y 41 F& U8 7500 43 50 51 ) Bk
W (Rank) 2 2% .

AR PRV 4 A B B AR [ — 1,1,
TESEBRIEAS v BRI 4 XHE BRI a]  BILO, 1] =2 [A]
VM 48 Br 04 26 X5 8 B2 3 T 1, 36 B & 0L 5 £ 77
A A5 R % T 5 S 5 N AR S U8 A R R R W A

SRCC=1— (11)

4.2 EWHRIRBESTIAT
4.2.1 FEBHBE

A SC S B 551k 3L F Python3. 9 & PyTorch
2.7 VIREES I HEZL S, B R E R NVIDIA
GeForce RTX 4090 K (24 GB BA7) ,JIKJZ N
fliF CUDA 11. 8, #:4E &%t Ubuntu 20. 04 LTS,
4.2.2 Fkhwm¥

TE YN 2B B, D\ K 2R R B B3R B 1
22418 F X 224 R R UG P, T AT BEATL K F- 0 5%
SR S o AR L A R B BT O B IR KR
i+ —% . Bk, LIVE.CSIQ #1 LIVEC %#
LE g5k R B AL R A 254~ BI& 3, TID2013 R A
204, KonlQ-10k % &£ 4 4~ o % JH Adam {1k #3%
AT U AL I R BN 510, I R I R4
H (epoch) K 10, it H# K /)N (batch size) 78 LIVE |
CSIQ.TID2013 #I LIVEC I i% J 32, 7£ KonlQ-
10k 3% 64 Ay b G o 001 4B 1 9 4% (1) 2o 2
Pogl i T 4 5 T Sk R FH 22 54k 2% ) SRR
BT W) IR 2% 2 8 1< 1077, 15 Sk 41 46
2 ) RN 1X10 1, IF R A AR 5% R KCH e 0
0% (cosine LR with restart) #F 47257 3 R0, %
INEE O] R EEPH 1< 10°°, B 24> epoch AT 46
R, FEM B BE , LIVE .CSIQ Ml LIVEC 4 1k
W3 AL Bl ALl B 25 A R B, TID2013 il BL
20>, KonlQ-10k i i 8 4~ , H 4% &I {5 e Tt il 43 %4
14 H S BRAE Sy e 2 MR T P43 o S 36 SR FH A [+
WeE, LA 2 LR 7 (2 025) £ 5 10 2 A ) 1 %
P4 43 J5 %8 K BHE AL BE ALK 4o 80 %6 I R4 5
20 % MR AR MK A 2 52k, B 4104
L) SRCC 5 PLCC HEAE RIIC s 5. 76 M
26 G R S B0V B T T, A SO T SR R e e 1 A
OSHHET TR E 5380 . BARmS,
CSF R BAN T TR P BRI S8 a 5
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Y E R sh A A 2% ) 80, A G 43 57 1. 0
2.0, LA R 25 75 Y1 25400 3 545 A o 09 4 38 J%
JHUREPE 5 [R] R o A0 JR 1 15 i A5E B vl f 030 Bl 448
FE 151 2 % (ratio) 48 — W 4 (0. 25, 0. 25) , ™ 4%
I A 1 A2 AR 25 Yo AR X B RE o, AT e K
BEAHIFTRETEZEOMNE MRS HEE.
RS E B U S S T SR R
SERE S R A Bk

Il 2k 1 F2 % ] SmoothL1Loss 7E & 1 2% BRi
B, LA S (E 52 e O B I R de e v o
XA (12) frs

0.5(x—y 0 | o —y|<p
SmoothlLoss = )
ﬂ(‘x—y‘— 0. 58), otherwise

(12)
2o S B R T ) 5 S A, v o O RO
JOE ) B S 0 A
4.3 EEEREXNES S
4.3.1 E ARG kM
Ry B IE AR SC T 4 O R A AL L #E LIVE
CSIQ.TID2013.LIVEC il KonIQ-10k 71 4™ %
e F 5 2R T3 IQA AT T4 S5,
WL 2 ML 3R . WL AL 50 F T 4H-AE
T AR FUREE 2 2T W vk o M X L ik,
ARSI BV AR bR LB T T B E T
PR AR B 00 A RO . TE S LR B AR
b EERIAE LIVE .CSIQ A TID2013 1 44 8t 24 1
AL 4E B 78 LIVE | PLCC.SRCC i5 %] 0. 981,
0. 980, 7E CSIQ L ik# 0. 955.0. 947, 1 5k H 5 Al
W& 22/ TID2013 F ik %) 0. 926.0. 911, # [t
BLA AR F M5 B 0 VCRNet, TReS fil HyperIQA
B A A [ AR B2 45 T AR )R AE TID2013 %4l
£ EMIRTH R N, RV Z R B 5 R
fPERE BT 3% o 7F FUSE R FUEOHE 4R b AR ST A )
R RS E e L # . b #E LIVEC %k
P45 b2 B ECAS 0. 911 F1 0. 888 I 1y &% 51, 7
KonlQ-10k % 4% 4 I 35 3 0. 933 #1 0. 922, Hl
BTA R A S kR BN S
MdERE . BT F BT IR A UK S
BB Yy s, HOW0ORS BE RN vz 4K 8 1 #B 2% A
3 8 T AR ST R A R R R R AR
BEHIL I 7E 5 T AR 5 & VP A 1 B Lk B T O i
YEHT

K2 BIEMAEEARKRELES LTt
Tab.2 Performance comparison of different evaluation

methods on synthetic distortion datasets

. LIVE CSIQ TID2013

i PLCC SRCC PLCC SRCC PLCC SRCC
DIIVINE™ 0.906 0.891 0.776 0.804 0.567 0.643
BRISQUE™ 0.944 0.929 0.747 0.812 0.571 0.626
CORNIA" 0.938 0.937 0.768 0.695 0.733 0.657
HOSA™ 0.943 0.942 0.805 0.721 0.835 0.749
MEON™ 0,955 0.951 0.864 0.852 0.824 0.808
WaDIQaM"™" 0. 955 0.960 0.844 0.852 0.855 0.835
TS-CNN"" 0.965 0.969 0.904 0.892 0.824 0.783
RAN4IQA™ 0.962 0.961 0.931 0.914 0.859 0.820
TIQA™  0.965 0.949 0.838 0.825 0.858 0.846
MetalQA™ 0.959 0.960 0.908 0.899 0.868 0.856
HyperIQA™ 0.966 0.962 0.942 0.923 0.858 0.840
CaHDC™  0.964 0.965 0.914 0.903 0.885 0. 862
TReS™  0.968 0.969 0.942 0.922 0.883 0.863
MMMNet™ 0.970 0.970 0.937 0.924 0.853 0.832
VCRNet™ 0.973 0.975 0.932 0.914 0.886 0.865
AICJEE 0.981 0.980 0.955 0.947 0.926 0.911

T MR Fos e A

®3 BIEMAEEEXLKEREE L EERTLL
Tab.3 Performance comparison of different evaluation

methods on authentic distortion

. LIVEC KonlQ

ik PLCC SRCC PLCC SRCC
DIIVINE 0.591 0.588 0.558 0. 546
BRISQUE 0.629 0.629 0.685 0.681
CORNIA 0.636 0.617 0.569 0.545
HOSA 0.656 0.621 0.703 0.684
MEON 0.710 0.697 0.628 0.611
WaDIQaM 0.671 0.681 0.807 0. 804
TS-CNN 0.687 0.654 0.724 0.713
RAN4IQA 0.612 0. 586 0.763 0.752
TIQA 0. 861 0. 846 0.903 0.892
MetalQA 0.802 0. 835 0. 856 0. 887
HyperIQA 0. 881 0. 859 0.917 0.906

CaHDC 0.744 0.738 / /
TReS 0.877 0. 846 0.928 0.915

MMMNet 0.876 0.852 / /
VCRNet 0.878 0. 864 0.919 0.906
AR SCTT vk 0.911 0. 888 0.933 0.922

TE RSO R e il

4.3.2 FRm — B M
B8 o = DT AN AR TR 1 v A P, 3R
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BRSO 5345 5 AR FL 58 FMITF/3(MOS/DMOS)
Z ) — SO R A T A . BTN L AR SO
96 IE 5 0 MR A0 T A 2 G T 4 R 1 o
PR HEAT 255 PP Al - AE 8 AR K R R
N 2 R B(PLCC) i 2 10 4 80 5 £ WPE o
1) 28 M Tt R ) s R BT B R 2 Bk R OG R B
(SRCC) i 56 A5 Y 7 R a2 HE 77 b 19 AR X i
B s e R L BN 2 A S A
LR W A AR T UG 6 T 5 o3 A 1 R R
i 2% o

Fo T AR DE AN, Sy B0 DTG AR AL I 2L
LB 5 2 5 BOHE 4 B TR 43 BOF LS MOS
Z )R A A A0, 2160 B2 3R S vk Il I 40L& 2
. KONIQ-10K \LIVE LIVEC = 84 5 i 1l

SR 2 RS I B 2R 3, 00 43 0 MOS
SEIE A OGO FR U I AR TR A T 8RN B S 3
B v T i R E W EE J) . TID2013 Ay S 43
A1 A A1, B AR TH R 45 2 P b B, S i A 76 T
PUTE Tt 22 Fl 5 e B2 A0 L CSTQ 34 46 1 o A
BEIAACE , IZBHE & R H DMOSE bR, P45
J7 1) FHASL Y Ayt 5 1) A B, BICA AT A T A T A
2R JE 30, vl B AR TH R A e B o HE e g
PR AR 3 A R[] A 2 R R B A e, W RS AU A
AN TRVESC AR S LB AT A AT B O R T 4
4.3.3 #—k AEXEAIFE

Ry B UE AR R X 25 R E R B RAERE ), A
SCHE LIVE 8096 46 PR T M — 8 LS AIPEA .
KRN TN WAL M RE 2 S A O R4

CSIQ
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Fig.5 Scatter plots of test results on five datasets
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SRR LI B IHA R 3R F W — 2
LA DIIVINE .BRISQUE ,CORNIA Al HOSA #1%
RIEG ARG G ik, AR 23 8] 25 4 4
B IRZ e 1A 5 2 AR 2R R AL B L 0 A2
f; 2L CNN . MEON ,WaDIQaM #i1 TS-CNN
SR B R B A R 4% R SR ELRRAE 11
[ 38 07 4 R, (EL AR A e = 6 Ak e ECAIL B 1 X
% 1 ; = & L CaHDC , HyperlQA . MMMNet f
VCRNet 1R 1 51 A 15 S0 L i i k9
2% UL 5 vk B A R ORI a5 )i R R ) L (H
TE TR )2 N 2 (1) 4 B2 R AF TR 45 3 FE b W 5 S 8
S BU P Jay S v A A T IR R o

®4 LIVEHEEPE—KHEKE FHSRCCHELLE
Tab.4 SRCC comparison on single distortion types in
the LIVE dataset

#x5 LIVEHE&EHRHE—SKHEER FHPLCCELLE

Tab.5 PLCC comparison on single distortion types in

the LIVE dataset

S _ PLCC : _

JP2K JPEG  WN GBLUR  FF
DIIVINE  0.901 0.887 0.987 0.787  0.879
BRISQUE 0.923 0.973 0.985 0.951 0.903
CORNIA 0.924 0.906 0.945 0.934 0.913
HOSA 0.923 0.924 0.959 0.965 0.923
CNN 0.942 0.973 0.976  0.953  0.907
MEON 0.965 0.955 0.978 0.942  0.868
WaDIQaM 0.965 0.960 0.973  0.957  0.936
TS-CNN  0.962 0.970 0.990 0.973  0.943
CaHDC  0.953 0.973 0.982 0.955  0.913
HyperIQA 0.973 0.962 0.975 0.971  0.935

MMMNet / / / / /
VCRNet 0.972 0.984 0.981 0.968  0.951

A HE: 0.979 0.984 0.989  0.975  0.970

- SRCC
JP2K JPEG  WN GBLUR FF

DIIVINE 0.925 0.913 0.985 0.789 0.873
BRISQUE 0.914 0.965 0.979 0.951  0.877
CORNIA 0.936 0.934 0.962 0.926 0.912
HOSA 0.928 0.936 0.964 0.964 0.934
CNN 0.936 0.965 0.974 0.952  0.906
MEON 0.965 0.954 0.974 0.941  0.885
WaDIQaM 0.962 0.956 0.969 0.946  0.927
TS-CNN  0.959 0.965 0.981 0.970  0.930
CaHDC  0.948 0.970 0.978 0.951  0.898
HyperIQA  0.965 0.956 0.974  0.963  0.923
MMMNet 0.968 0.974 0.985 0.935 0.936
VCRNet 0.964 0.970 0.972  0.955 0.935
ACHE 0.966 0.977 0.982  0.965  0.951

T AT R F A

FKAEHFRSEMA L T4 F %78 JPEG2000
JPEG FE4f 5 97 (M 75 vy SO A0 A B 1) ot % 45
B RETIPERR . ST R AR SO A
Y K 2 5 o h BB BRI, L AE JPEG
45 5 S R g v e ELp R BOE %2 4, SRCC
PLCC %3 9 &5 35 0.977.0. 984 5 0. 951, 0. 970,
X — 25 B 70 4 UE B, A SCIT TR T A i AR R A
AE 5 AT A5 FT M B — = [ du 50y 2 A U0 R, O oA 4 42
IEoR AR R B ) R R AR R B R T AR
U J S ¢ ECARRAIE 1 £ JE% R 5 0T T 4 e

T MR RO s el

4.3.4 HHBEZR

SRy E— 25 PE A R AL 1) 5 A s SR 2 AL BE LA
SCAER R B E Z IR T HaE B s, Bk
M5, 205 L LIVE (CSIQ #il LIVEC 48 S 4E
W4, 7K S 541 CSIQ.LIVE LA &
TID2013 % 45 b 47 M0 38, 52 56 25 5 n 5% 6 it
R, Hod R SRCC R R IF M 48 5

Fo BHEKMERELER

Tab.6 Cross-dataset performance comparison

VIS €ne S LIVE CSIQ LIVEC
Wt R 4 CSIQ LIVE TID2013
DIIVIN 0.602 0.817 0.327
BRISQUE 0.573 0.823 0.275
WaDIQaM 0.601 0.813 0.141
DB-CNN 0.758 0.877 0.424

Hall-IQA 0.668 0.833 /
VCRNet 0.693 0. 886 0.416
ATy ¥k 0.732 0. 907 0.468

T RSO RoR R e

ML LIVE 8006 4 4F I 2R 46 . CST1Q $h#i 4
VE R R B 15, AR SC 7 19 SRCC A 3] 0. 732, 1%
s T VCRNet 19 0. 768 fil DB-CNN /i 0. 762 %
S5 HLSRW AE G UK FUBCHE FE 2 8] 1Y) 5 PR G RS AT
55 AR SO 5 Y PR AR R 1Y O I A EAT A
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PE—E 2210 . 3K 0] B85 AN B P A G 2R AL 4y
AR B B DL R S AR A A
P NTIPOR: SO R e AT PIE o =S AL

L CSIQ BHE 415 I 254 \LIVE %406 42
VER N B, A S RIS T 0. 907 # SRCC,L A
FITA XTI BRI 775 VCRNet (19 0. 886 4&
FET0.021, AR UL, A SCBR R TE G UK B
Y T BA B B S i Re Re ) L BB AL
B4, 2 > AN [ BCH A 22 ) e S 0 R AR IE RO o

7R ELP R 1 8 S g b, DA SR
H 1 LIVEC 848 £ B U 2 R 3 5 iUk
FLAY TID201 3% 4R 1 HEAT I, A SO ik A
7 0.468 19 SRCC, KA J5#2: VCRNet # 0. 416
$ETF T 0.052, F B H AR XTI WA M RE A B . X
F BT A SR M A A A SRR R AR B 9 ML AR —
PRI LA B 2% o o HLOAR AR M 1) 2k LR AR, A
M 48 AL R AR L0k 5 G iUk L 2 [A) A 5
ZARE S .

LA SUBE R E LT R LA, A
D5 VEAE I 41 SE 0 B T R LR RE L R R
bR B TR 22 B0 by v d B T 48 S 4 A 4
RSN T BT B & et 52 ks
4.4 HEALIS

R TSR AR ST AR S AR Y AR RO AR S
TELIVE-C 84 48 LAy 7 sl sege , 25 R ansk 7
Bk o FLZR A (baseline) 1 SRCC . PLCC 43 4
g 0.874,0.900; /il A Transformer-CNN Bridge
(TCB)#H G , PEREHE T 2 0. 880.0. 908, 437l #&
& 1 0.006 F10.008, Bt B TCB fie fi% 1 55 A5 AL 1
4= Jm i & RAERE J7 . A High-Freq Perception
(HFP) # # J5 , SRCC & F+ 2 0. 885, 34 i ik %]
0.011, R AELREZWH AR ALK, B
i {5 BN G T i VAL A FE AR HEP fig
i A7 200 iR AR TR KT A Y 5 SO B R g

RT BERERELEER

Tab.7 Performance comparison of different modules

LIVE-C
Baseline TCB HFP
SRCC PLCC
N 0.874 0.900
N N 0. 880 0.908
N N 0. 885 0.900
N N N 0.888 0.911

[ B 5] A TCB 5 HEP B B i, 455 8 ()
SRCC .PLCC 4% T 0.888.0. 911 Ay 5 {1t 4%
A A 2 AL 43 B TH 0. 014 F110. 011, &5 5
T, AL TE D) R T ELAG A ) T A o
TCB Wl 8 F $2 T+ 4 Jey i X2 i A ot £ & F —
ot I HEP 5 A0 5 1 5 450 70 X Jm i a0 3
YT K B R, B S SRR — b R TR
R H SR B 5 N &k 51z kg
4.5 HEAEM Rz A] AL

Shy IO At R A A TR A RIS O k) T v 1 O
X, B 6 R TR — R AE 3R A 6] 3
T Grad-CAM 7] W46 25 5L | £ 4 @il 6 86 B ST
(gradcam _fused) . & 4 € 2 K] (hf_energy) LA & %5
] ] ¥ AL H (spatial _gate) . il i & 6 (c) #4 & 7]
VLE 15 B AE PP AL TR R 5T 5 B 2 [R] B O 1 22 ik
SRR B X HE AR L I R A i G S 2 A S5
A B AR R o B 6 (a) i e H e A% IS kst 4
75V AT A A A o AR o S T R HE A
R A AR X X R Y
1R AT G Ay A B AR — B R 6 B X I e v, 328

hf energy|score=69.925 9

Original Heatmap Overlay

(a) FATRE Rt
(a) High-frequency energy map

Spatial gate|score=69.925 9

Original Heatmap Overlay
(b) Z3 [ AL
(b) Spatial gate weight
Gradcam fused|score=69.925 9

Original Heatmap Overlay
(o) Rl Al B Vi

(c) Fused gradient activation
16 FEAE IR R W] HE AL &

Fig. 6 Visualization of feature responses
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8 MR Oy S5 X, 5 3 DX S 1 55 , 45
[ ] T 2 5 Tk S WA O 114 X3 (] s
ToRAG B o MO, 3R B AT DA w7
W AR A A 25 [ 3 5 3 1 B RO TR R B A 3
[ 12 AR A A B O A SR R RS

B X TE 2 2% AR T DA o A BRI
AN DA R v A 4 Y FAE AR T A2 B 1) B, AR SCHR
T — TR A S A 1 S 0 3 RN AN T
%o T EEE T E WAL A Transformer 529 £
FRUBEFEAE A 38 5 32 05 X LE UK R U &
A A1 238 ] 2 AL 6 R FLRR AR R AT 13 R 9 A 5 [
AF 45 5 1 TR 5% 728 H s AL R U X 300 2 S0 B4R )
e AR A AR R A e B BB T o

TIRZE R R, A SO EAE LIVE Bl 4R i
PLCC 5 SRCC 43 535 %] 0. 981 F1 0. 980; 7E H 5%

& % X #:

& EE R LIVEC B4 3135 %] 0. 911 F1 0. 888;
TELL CSIQ NN ZRdE (LIVE S I3 4 i 15 4 4 4
S AR SRCC A 0. 907, Bk &5 R
BH T 2 1 0 3R T AR AL T B 4% A 285 i T A
TIN5 J 2k B0 3 55 ) I o 00N RE 0, O AE & UK
L5 SR B 0 e ) O A
W 5 PRIz AL g

JE AR T B AN TR AT
B S0 25 R AR T BOR B S5 R i 22k |
Yy s i N e A0 A iE — DR T A . ROk
W FZE B S LL T LA T I B I . — 2455 3h
5 R P SR R AT S N I B A Uk
JHVRIL R 1) 200 A7 B 00 3 R AE 7 1 5 R B AU
b5 X L 25 2] ML 38 TR X R N 2 44k B b
SO H IS N BE ) s =R IR R 2 RS KA AL
ol 5 Yy s R e ) 5| AR EEIE N HE SR,
e Sl G T PF A 1 )2 0 SO S AR
AT 0] K .
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