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Abstract

Model selection is an essential tool in statistical analysis, enabling the identification of the best-fit-
ting model for the data-generating process from a set of candidate models. To achieve better pre-
dictive performance, this paper proposes a model selection method based on Fiducial predictive
density, incorporating an admissible set to further reduce the candidate model space. Theoretical
foundations are provided, along with a Metropolis-Hastings (MH) algorithm for its implementation.
Finally, simulation studies and empirical analyses are conducted to evaluate the proposed method.
The results demonstrate that our method outperforms existing approaches in terms of both predic-
tive accuracy and efficiency.
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1. 518

BEAE KR AR EIR, BdE i CA BN SAT S A PTEGE Y TAEZ —, Wil A 8o F H Gort i
S 2 4 A A5 Rt R R A2 B AT OG0 o A 45w DATE GG 2 Hh R 21 0] oo 1 A%
HA MR B AR AR, SRS AR ARG B2, Mt 2 452 000 . ARSI 2 51t
AT EPAEEARD L, PRENRE T ARREAE I E SN . HarnDB S PR (1)
DAPRAR AR Ay S 4 10 TE WA A Y i 45 . (2) it A% gk 0B ABE 7Y PO AR 38 Rl R SR R AT A R R 4%

TE T 725 30 43 R JHG v A el PR R A 0o v 40 S e B R (03 VR T A9 B R e . o DL IR 7 vk
A Lasso [1]. SCAD [2]. EN[3]. MCP [4]5:77i%, efi1EA B LR e A st . HAL B N
FERIE WA I8 TR AN Re g th Fris AU S U AR IR R RAIE, T HAR AR 2 S B S B4

EACHIBEZR ORIE R A2 ML E0AE 5, IXAE SRR &+ B . b — P R E 2 DI
Wi AR B, A T bR AR I B A5 S 36 v ) BIC [S]R13E T 2215 B & 1 i s A 2L f5 36 E U DIC
[6], fHFI#vH 552 A FEAR AR AR R HLAE DAAG #36E v 4 I, 5 38 AN R AL X 43 B3040 A A 2 A it 400 G AR Y
[7]. H—FRAIRSA BRI TTIE, W W26 AIC 77748, TIC J7ik[9]. Mallows Cp /7¥A[10]. &
XESE[11]5, REAI#E T2 24

AR, H:T Fiducial #EWT IS BRI R IT 4615 30507 . Fiducial KT AR —Fh A T2 2R
55 Ut 2R R AR, FTRUB BRIt Fisher [12]52H T 52401 Fiducial 246 FIME&IT4E, FEE I
Fiducial 7> i fA# Bayes & 370 fi K IKISHUW X [0l 1o X TS H 5 Ak, Fisher 1 Fiducial BAEX
M54 WE S XA ES; M T2k, Fiducial B 155808 &5 R0 4 UK, (HEE SR
X EAKE. BEJS Fiducial #HEWTR 2] — 21k e, XH A5 Dempster-Shafer #i&[13], Wizl
[14], BAS/A[15]1% . X LR Fiducial ER M KHHET™ T Fisher (1) Fiducial 48, Majumder 1 Hannig
[16]%E 57 1)~ X Fiducial HEWT ¥ @B e L. Long Al Xu [17]7EWF FeAE 8 43 2 i) i 2 1 T Fiducial 15
D= (FPD) AL &, 3F HAIEW T FPD 4G 1R 47 (A MR 2R IS8 P i

Fiducial FEWTER & PR, 8325 T Fiducial W74 G AR Y 18 Bk T NPT e o %A AN b
T DU R R BT VA T SR 30A5 B I R, IR AT LG H BT B B AR R MR ORI, I BT
SRR 1k A I () KR AR SR $R AL AT BE . Hannig AT Lee [18]4F 2009 4 & /0¥ Fiducial HEWIIRE S5HIAL%
PeAgE S, SH T Fiducial B EEER, HEEBADEER M EARMSE, 5INGWHRES. H
BB B Fiducial MEFRIGF RS BB BRI EE IR, K, Hannig 78
fitlh b it fin s /N 3 K B 7% 17 (Minimum description length, MDL) #7545 B2 — 2 (IO . 252 [19] 47 H
T Fiducial #EWr) Kriging BRAR Sk £ 7795, 45 H T Wi N— % Kriging FTIERZ Kriging A% H F A
PR, SRIBUFEE[20]45 i T U Fiducial $EWTAHY Kriging A ALI% 5 570, RIFHEL TK Lasso A1 EN 3
Kriging 1A EAT AL 5, 0L Fiducial HERT IS AL e 15 77 vk B AT S iy 400 AR A PR T I00KS 2

T R B )N K, DT AE 38 5 B SEARE TR B e B RS 5 1R [ BN, gk — 592 oF B 4 4H, Williams

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2025.143105 193 I3RS


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2025.143105
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Ei

[

FERUNGINT eBFENME . ZEWN R ESS 7 ERERNE SR E. X0 TAERR T M
Fiducial 5 R13% % /7%, #Fx N EAS (e-admissible set, e-75VF4). Williams Z:[22]3F—% EAS J7i%:E
BT 1A A BT, B [23]4 T R T Fiducial S BRI B8 BRI R T AN 1 B i
FML, 5 Frde R TR A o 1 B 3 4 31 EAS wF, $RH T —Fb Fiducial 28 B F4EN] FMC, iZ#EN
AT AR U b A 2 v 4 HL S 4R S T

A IHET FPD SRR H — /N B BB AN e M B 5 7k, 12 R E AT B e B R 5 8 T 5
21 Fiducial 29 FUA S IIAE (1Y) Fiducial T2 B, [R5 RE gt o- 25 VR AR SR 0 s % i e A5 2R 4 1) IR 4
IR B 775N FPMC, [AIFZA H T MH S92 SEBlE o A SCEERIUR : 55 A4 1 Fiducial T
DAL E PN FPMC, 28 = 1738 i BB A0, 2 S48 43 B SR 1t B A S ¥R BB P o 565 DO =5 2 5 A S
REES5RE,

2. Fiducial T3 B i 8 %
2.1. S myIERE

FEARTT g AR SO % B IR S e, JEX 040 45 S AR U o B8 n ANIRSZ DI (X, ;) »
i=L-nHfx eR?, yeR. id y=(y1,---,yn)' .

4 S = {M IM {12, p}} T AR BT SR, RS S RS SEEHE T 2P AMRiE A AL
M| AFEE M R . TR M, ASCERRIHRECN B, IRETA &, ~ Nn(O,o-f,I In) FHEZ
JCIEAS LM [ AR, Rl

y= xMﬂM téy (1)
Horh Bt R X, 8 SO R 515 M ORI X RIBLE SR FERE, B, oM KT B X M| 4
. 40, :(,BM ,a@)c@M , HA e, &M A S .

AW S A, R EENCR T WNEAN S, B p>n, (EEEEEIHBER[ENE RE0FA
AFAEME— I /N 3R At Th . B b, DA SCHR I i e 4 A8 5398 6 1)t R0 F 9 3 L0 2 b I — 5 () s
AR, 515 i 4 Tn) RBLAE B BT Ab B, RS R g MR I R — 5 1E#, {H Ak B R S X 2 L B
RN T I ELEBCFHELL R e AR Bk ) 8, AR SR 7E — 5 WA B AR5 R AT 1 o

A M,ONESERRL, R M, eS, BIMEEMARREE & A & L se i Ay, MRS RL R £ B A5 7 N,
MR, BIFE 2P AMEIEAL AR H B ST M o BB RO T, B RN 7R B SR A,
T R B AT DUIA B F A TR AR A A R B AT, 2 R T R I SR A Y — N USRS
BB A ESRE &, RS AR B SR R AR ), s b A S B 2249 H IS vk I R AR — N R 7R g s
B, BIM, ¢S o[BG PEr SRR a2 N ER EAMBA, AR ZHIIRER. Ak, &
LA WSRHB RPN, EIERDICR TR R, 5275 0l LA BRI B RUR «

2.2. ¥ Fiducial BE

Fiducial #EWTFEA EARIE T-XF Fisher 2 %) Fiducial BARMEEMR . XTI M, B0k EdE y Al

SR 0, MIRRTRN

y=G (U 1Oy )
Hrb G 2 —AMiE Il s, POV AR TS, U &0 CEMEENLE 2, IFE 52500, Mor. ey
PO, RN EZEW, , G ¥FE, W
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G, =G(y,u)

TR N, AR EE AR, EVEREAE SR G T, AT E L, Hannig [24]4
Bl TN IR TS, EIXEARZER. FECHMU WA R, SREERFEU , 845 R R e]
IS B4 T 6, MIBENLEEA, FRATFRZ N 6, K Fiducial BEAS, 52 % %5 FEFR M 6,, 1) Fiducial 2
B, 2R (6,]y)-

KEFLAEEAB M, 2500, =(B, .00 ) RGN

(Bu.6% )= [(x X, ) x’:AY,RSSMJ

n—[M|

PR 70 A7 5 BEANHE A 1) B L8 7T 45

BM =Py 0y (XI(II Xu )_% z
(n—|M|)c3'h2,I =opU
B Z Ny (01 ) U = 2o FE AT S5 W y 0 (2,0) I, 27 R
”E*ﬁgz

A i
Bu =By + 0 (XX, )22 a;ﬁ%

KL 6, =(By.on ) A Fiducial 2%y

M

a)- ( : JRSSM'X*AXMliw)*exp[w)

n 2
5 20y

M
T FL7E 53R 45 o2, (0075 R S IGa[ 2' |R525 ]E’J*&E%%ﬂ?ﬁ@i&z, N

_ M2 ' : 2 7%
=y KXl Iy Xu ) @
F(J 7?2
2
n - 2 -3
F(z) RSS, 2 3 1 o X (B =B )], |
= n—|M] \M\ X X[z |1+ 2
F(J T2 (n_|M|)
2
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i 5, ﬂwzﬁtﬁﬁtn_m[ﬁ R_S|SM| (Xip Xy ) J

2.3, MRIERBIE EAETT %

YRR N2 2 I ps> n G, B35 Fiducial FALEFEAE A (1A 2R SRR 8 7 o2
SEI . T DR — 7 THI A 3 5 A e AR Y 4R 5 SR 43 TSR PR R B A 2 i LA A s T S R
F—J7 T, R R AR RS FEUEN 1, MRIERRE RS T IR S A, @%E%
BRLLE 9 RSB i 2 P AR i 22 1R /D, X S 3R B SRR BT S Wt 45 5 A8 AR 88, AT TeiZis 3
BRI H 1. A2 B A 500 H 4 o g A5 R 4 2 DA LY

Williams #1 Hannig [21]4& H 40 R 1) e- B VPR NS

LEe>0, MHATIEM {12, p} WREFE B, BFONR BV, B HALE W (B, ) =1

$eof
h(By )= (llx Xy B — X m.n)228j

S, R b, <[M|-LHZ& P, T

X (X, B~ X0)[

min—
be ]Rp

EE R BRI R AR O AR T &, BRI — NN & 2277 E — AN FR B I S VFEE S, (RIS KT & 7l g
2P I HAL AR o & i KB /NS 2 BT A 108 % (R RS 17 FE o 2E A ST, U8 ) Williams
A1 Hannig [2114H [7] i) BRI KR R A 1€ € -

1.1

0.51
g, =A, 62| 1 +|M|Iog(p7r) +1-p,
9 9
Ftt Ay = [Hy X e+ Hi = Xoa (X0 Xy ) X LA G2 =RSS,, /(n=|M|) o p, REEHIREELSAEI M,

IR ELRE R, FRATH Zhu 558 \[25]42 H (1) B & B i 1 42 1 £ (Adaptive Best Subset Selection, ABESS)#.
ERIRAF AR M IIRRER LA 1T o AN [RIEOE AR T I Stk [ E #mT DU FH 12 &

2.4. Fiducial T B 58 1k N

FEALLT Bayes T 21 5€ 3, Long 1 Xu [171# 2 %41 Fiducial % & 21X Bayes JG 3% &, 4t [
Fiducial 0% /& 2 .
X TLRPE AR (L), AR IRATT S M| 4E & x B0, B x S T U R X, M TAR &

5y #AHEAMSL, JEH z 04N (x',BM o0 ) o BRIz BORE AR L PR O

~ (z=X'By )2
FGM exp{ 207,

¥ 6, 1 Fiducial 2% r (6, |y) BREIFIB LA A VIS 1, 13

" (6 1Y) =1 (Guly)-h(Au)

I z ) Fiducial Tl FE (&1 FPD) N

(26 M) =
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f(zy.M)=[f(z|6y.M)r.(6]y)d6,

MEL |

’ : n+3 oy 2 . 2
:J‘R‘M‘J-(:wh(ﬂM)ﬂ 2 ESSMZ |XMXM 2(0'1%4) 2 exp{ (Z X,BM) +||y XMﬁMHZ}dO',adﬂM

2
20y

N T TR, Jett SR fARR

f;w(cni)n; exp{ (=X ) +]y—Xu ﬁM||z} o2 @)

20},

/Q»\I= (Z_X,ﬂM )2 +||2y_xr\/|ﬂM ";
20y

>

+1

(3):—& 22 r(n+1j|:(z xﬂM) +||y X ﬂM" :| n

A1t
-\M\
RSS,, |xMxM|zr( 21) e
, 2 2
f(z]y.m) = Jaun(Bu) V[ [”_|M|j [(Z_XﬁM) +||V_XM:BM"2] * dpy
T 2T ———
2
) g
=Ll - 2{(2 XﬂM)z”} (B |y)dBy
( ] J@=X BV 4y =X Bl LIY = Xua B}

n+l

ly-xubult |7
o« E1h(By (||y XMﬂM") [(Z—X'ﬂM)Z‘i‘”y_;MﬂM"z

g —1T & KT g, FIHIE,
Vehtari 25 \[26]45 H 7 — it $I0%0 A T 2 B 101 28 1) DU 3 88 — il o, JRATTIE T b3 B0 A Fil-
ducial T2 FEASTF, BUXGT TR M AR v ,

elfpdy,, =3 log f (yi|y-.M)2h(y.M)
A

i

2 % y-i_XM,—iﬁMz 2
h(y,M)ec .Z h(Bu ("y MHﬂM"Z) W

B PA BEL  S6 08 0 A o (M) 35100 A, eI RATTRE SC— Mol AR B ANty 5 1 2

(y.M (M)
P (M) = ()

M’eS

ch(y,M)
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T Fiducial T FE R BEAE 25 H, R]
M = arg max P.(M|y)=argmaxh(y,M)
MeS MesS

%R 5 3 7 1M Fiducial TIN5 B RS e $6 0%, 4904 FPMC.
POT R B A, EIZERS A IE ML R, BLSTREA M A
h(y,M)z(M)

M= (w0

Horh 2 S OME Y FIlRE A5 A 5% A LR B2 o 12k B FIE R 5 William A1 Hannig [21] 3 HHE B GFI
MER T B PR R B BR AL P AR, BT DA AR SR AR AN TR

3. FPMC RYSEIR

175 18X B8 #E [ 23] 30 TP K T 20 457 ) Metropolis-Hastings 50528 FMC (B, Bl T RBUZHE
RIS FPMC. B A BB 2 1 51 (2) 25| N A & A5 21— Mg Rk e IR Fli— M4
M, FFEAM SRR 2 70 t 234 PN, o FEASR TSR E R 588 R 241, 1l v B« &3t Bk n]
PAAS 3] — MBS ) S /R o] K EE (M, B) » 3B ARE M H5r, (H T A M Dl bRy A h SRR A . i
THRBERSE 5 1) S /R AT R 1 R IR 2, ik #% /5 Ie Ml i RO M MR . BRI HL ik
S TR I 1

och(y,M)

Table 1. Distribution-independent MH algorithm
1 DI E MH BE

WA Y, Xo Nuyo Ny Nyoo —MIBRREIE MO, —AMRUEREL (M M),
AR Sy = ¢ BLEBIAN &

BB—: PATWFIER, W T k=1 Ny,
(1) A MCIERELFENLIE R T RIER T — MM es, iCAM .
M {32 B 0=13
M ={M°/{—A CAETERI AL B 0=13
MO/ {—AEFAER AR O~ H R 0=1/3
(2) ML) K (B0.000 ) FI By 00 ) ATHETH RN (B0 165 ) B (By 162 ) -
(3) 7 Mo
tnf‘M‘(BM,&;(x;AxM)’lx;AY), Me{M° M}
HHIBREA B A BL . =12, Ny o
(4) MNTE j=12, Ny » W&

n+l

i AN i 127% y—if)(M,fiﬂr\jAzT 0 N
H;, Zéh(ﬂM )(Hyfi =Xy iBu Hz) {y—xﬁlzi , M E{M ,M}
Horp gl aTH R L, mMEEETTH.

(5) WEQT)XF R
1 ZHgA Me{M° M}

Ny 52

ﬁr(Mly)m
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B(M1Iy)a(m®

P(M° y)q(l\7| MO)

T4 ME =N I Syene ={Sycue:M |
BN M =Mm° I H Sueme = {SMCMC’ } °
2 S TEANS

BB S F IR IAE S,yone AT Ny IFEA . T B AERI A Ny, — Ny MREA B ROR AR . 36
PR LG S M B N B R B M

(6) A min

,1}>u*,u" ~U(01),

#}%E: iﬁﬁtﬂﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁ@ Mbest °

4. BUEARHL

AT FE ) FPMC BEATHUE RN, JR LBUAIR 5 Lasso A1 EN BEATLLEL.  HUEI AR 26
W — IR A R R AR T, 3 EA B R AR AT (AEIR) AR SRR AR AT
(IEIR); Ml EAG THRZZ(SLE)o o3 —J7 2 FIURS RE, BT IR Z(RMSE). B M, 1 M ¢ Y ILSE
I M A5 B AR RS A AR RS P R BRI AR 5, MRS | GRS h e PR B A, N AT SE
R RH WA FRAR K E LT

1 N 1 Ntest N2
SLE=—%|M;[-[M,|, RMSE= 2(%-%)
N i Migs; =1
1 8(M, AM, 1 & |MnMg
AEIR:W;‘%xloo%. IElR:W;| e x100%

AEIR JEK, Ui ATy dh & R AR S %, i AEIR BRI (B3 1 88%F); IEIR, RMSE
HR/NERYF, SLE BT 0 ik .

4.1, #E# 1

415 Williams 1 Hannig [21198F Fcri fOBEN B 1 (05— 50 QR REAE, 36 it i
X, A ETEIEA AT N, (0,,) .« STSRHEM 25 Ry

By, ={-15,-1,-0.8,-0.6,0.6,0.81,15,0 ]

it p < {40,80,120} z(: (o, )pxp)%ﬁiﬁ%?‘aﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁi, YIRS K /NA N =100, MREEAR A Hyn,, =30,

WZET T 7% o [ 2 N 1. R84 BB [23] 4L 1 il i ABESS A3 H T el p, A THEE p, =8
AIE. FNHEFE 2. £ 3ME 44 H T FPMC. LASSO F1 EN fEH .

Table 2. The performances of three methods when p = 40

Fz 2. p = 40 BRI =M75 AR R

SLE RMSE AEIR IEIR

FPMC 1.19 3.6589 0.936 0.053
Lasso 0.53 3.6743 0.828 0.0597
EN 1.23 3.6740 0.875 0.0698
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Table 3. The performances of three methods when p = 80

%2 3. p =80 R =fy5AmRIM

SLE RMSE AEIR IEIR

FPMC 1.10 3.7422 0.930 0.023
Lasso 0.62 3.7501 0.821 0.028
EN 1.52 3.7592 0.884 0.034

Table 4. The performances of three methods when p = 120
Fz 4. p =120 Rt =Fh75ER0RIN

SLE RMSE AEIR IEIR

FPMC 0.95 3.6385 0.927 0.014
Lasso 1.00 3.6736 0.845 0.020
EN 1.87 3.6772 0.896 0.024

L 1 45 R EH, LA &A% p B 40, 80 L& 120, FPMC () RMSE &2 f/M, BIE®R p /T
NIRRT n, AT TER e AR B0 . B p 08 OBEAST ATk SLE BB HEIE 0, JF
H2p KT n i FPMC & =Fi 7575 SLE B /Mo AR AR A R0 SOR AN A i B 75 T K&, FPMC
1) AEIR (125 =R F AR IEIR (A0 B/ME, B FPMC 77k RE R BB .
Rt R AR B . ZRE KU, A SCHEH 1) FPMC £ R AR 531 777 T 41 5 ik — %

4.2. 24 2
KH5 Williams F1 Hannig [21] 88 ¢ Pl e 2 AH A R A s 0, Hohn =30 0 #df 2k st
(EVA|
¥ =N (L 1ex® 16,1
Forpr x@® x@ x@ 'Y N, (0,1,), x“~ Nn(0.25-x(1),0.12 |n) , x® - Nn(O.SO-X(Z),O.lZ |n) :
X® =N, (-0.75:x%,0.271 ), XT <N, (15 +2:x0,02°1, ), x® =N, (1:X7-1:x9,02°1, ),
X =N, (12X +1x0 41X 0271, )«

FH L FRA T S 2R MR A, 225 10 728 IR UEFRATTHL FPMC J5 6 | p, Al THE N 6. #E4T 1000 kK E

SRR, =FO5 1k RMSE IR RIK B (30 a0 R

Table 5. The performances of three methods in Simulation 2

5. R 2 h=M75 AR RI

FPMC Lasso EN
RMSE 4.6854 5.3463 5.6291
Length of model 6.1 7.0 6.9

H17% 5 I FPMC J5%: 9 RMSE Ui fie/y,  BIE R TI00 v A P58 e vt o 10 EL EAE ORUEMER P A1 DL T
VAL Z ISR, 126 7 eI =R

5. SKBISHT
5.1. SEfl—
A 0 7 2 R 2 Y B B R AW . A T RIS FE A I, T 6

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2025.143105 200 I3RS


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2025.143105

i

.
U=

XTI M BRI BT 04, Ay Bl R IX 6 Al B IA B M H . 6 Rl ER 2 i 2R
AR Z B BE R B X, » WEEIEINE x, » K x,, $HERRETEAR x, » HMIEE x, , i
FEWME X  BURSERIET Huang E[27JFREAT 10— fLAL, JLE5 100 MHLINFEA, FIMFEAS 6
AN NAR R, BB A] B AL BT RV R R R R ON B TE AR 22 TG A T BT A XU F A
TER, BRI 72 MR E . FRATA 100 MREACHEL 80 MEJDIZREE, RITF ) 20 ML, BIS,
RAEFR 6 Par.

Table 6. Data simulation results of a piston slap noise example
7= 6. JEENTHRE LHMBURELIEER

FPMC Lasso EN
RMSE 0.5088 0.6462 0.6368
Length of model 16 39 32

HI7< 6 AT LA, FPMC BTk iR BE AN EL Lasso #1 EN 1922/, RMSE $i th 2 =7k v i
N SAKRTR . FPMC J5 A RENS 75 A R TRT AR [ i B A e (R T R

5.2. 3E6i2

KT rE 2 B AR~ A B R s 1R, o — > SR 1 T vy 4 20 e [ VAL AR F A 2 30 3 1)
R ZEARE IR ATTT Buhlmann 58 NS, a5 710 ASULIE R 4088 ANJE AR, A AR
SRR SR ROAT IR I 4E AR R B AR TR . FRATISR 4 P [ DA AR 2R SR 2 i £ v o 7 AR B 5 i AR
B2 AIIRER, RIZEERER SRR 2-(L)BE. &5 ABESS HiAMS 2% B SL IR &N p, KT
55 p, =6 - #RJ5H BESS (Best Subset Selection) 5T #I i H-AR B p =TI ERERIEFAT M. TE
R, BESS 1 ABESS HE#E H Zhu %5 N[251HIBF 5. DX AIAE T 1 % 75 £ 48 28 Wb J (£ 3% B
FEFRTE R p=T1), Ifil J5 # 2 K FEEHE IX BN 1 3 B RRAS o 0 T B AR B 1 71 AN SRRk, 43 3R FPMC.
Lasso. EN RHFTARRIESE, FEAMERE S IREE—.

Table 7. Data simulation results of a gene recognition of vitamin B example
7. 4 FR B EFEIRA BRI BHRIRINGE R

FPMC Lasso EN
RMSE 0.292 0.331 0.324
Length of model 8 10 9

H7 7 FTLAfGH, FPMC BT A A K B2 AN EL Lasso A EN fRIE2/)N, RMSE HU{H 2 = Fh 5 2 i
N BARKRE, FPMC J7ikR I Lf .

6. &t

ASCHEH T R AR Fiducial FIUACALIESE 7% FPMC, IR 25 B R ES D IR SR
2. ZJaHY Lasso A EN AHELES, 383 IS SRR TS SEG BATIAS B =77 12 b de s (/2 FPMC, MY
TR ZE B A /N, T BRI S R FE AN R FE R I R4
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