Journal of Image and Signal Processing B 515 5 Ab#, 2026, 15(4), 517-531 Hans X0
Published Online October 2026 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/jisp
https://doi.org/10.12677/jisp.2026.154046

H AR RITSE BEREFHHREGER

T4, E X

AEHC BRI e 5 B TR R, bt

Weks H i 20264E9H20H; FHHB: 20264F10511H; KA H#: 20264:10H26H

=

BHRE . GG SRBLERARIERRE, ERERER HZESREAMARSHE ARG RT
SERE . ACREALGRTHESHEGREFTN(NR-1QA), FEMEFLF, HHAREGRE.
RS RERAN EE WA S5IE KB, BEIEERWE & ER 0 Ae mEskik, H
ARUEBIRE SN BREAR L, RAMEBRGHRATEREFE . BRMZERLE(CNN)
5nEaErgE. FF5aRE%S. BEES . Transformer RKIESHAE T, FIBEE
PikRE. BEBIRREL. ABRES AR M. REREERESAESTHOERS. /IR
E5ER&ME. 23008, AELGRNRIQANMBIERE—HEENIEE, FRFBEZIME. Rk, 7
Rt 5 LB A AT AT

XKigid

LSEEGREWM, BELGFKRE, Transformer, PLHIEFHHE

i

No-Reference Image Quality Assessment
for Real-World Scenarios: A Review

Weipeng Niu, Wu Dong*

School of Information Engineering, Beijing Institute of Graphic Communication, Beijing

Received: September 20, 2026; accepted: October 11, 2026; published: October 26, 2026

Abstract

The widespread adoption of mobile photography, the growth of social media, and advances in image
processing technologies have shifted image quality assessment (IQA) research from the study of syn-
thetic distortions under controlled conditions toward no-reference quality assessment in real-world
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scenarios. This review focuses on real-world no-reference image quality assessment (NR-IQA), deline-
ates its task boundaries, summarizes key challenges, including composite distortions, spatial non-uni-
formity, the dependence of quality perception on image content and semantics, cross-dataset domain
shifts, and uncertainty in subjective scores, and compares representative datasets and evaluation pro-
tocols. Following the evolution of technical approaches, we systematically review natural scene statis-
tics and shallow learning, convolutional neural networks and content-adaptive modeling, ranking and
self-supervised learning, cross-domain learning, Transformers, and vision-language models. We ana-
lyze their strengths, limitations, and applicability in terms of within-dataset performance and cross-
dataset generalization, score calibration and uncertainty estimation, local quality evidence, and lan-
guage-based explanations. We argue that NR-IQA in the real-world should move beyond the pursuit of
accuracy on a single dataset and instead consider cross-dataset generalization, reliable score calibra-
tion, interpretability, and practical applicability.
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K& i &= PP/ (Image Quality Assessment, 1QA) B £ FH 2 WL 50 NN 2 B AR 3 Jo3 8 11 3 R Jek
A, R AR R4E. BRI A AR RO R R R OCE R R (1], FLHA TQA B F 3 I ) 2 A PR R AR
FRIIA R B, LIVE IQA U e 2y 628 5 B0 R i A 15 B0y LU B AR 4t 1 B SEE I BE [ 2] o Bl A5 F8 B4k
AN APPOERE, RENESBHRAHEE S, LIVE Challenge $d i — 5B IEM X 29
REAEE G ELRAN HREIUR3]. f£E KA ETT1H, TID2013 1 KADID-10k X 73 Wk AL 55
PRI AT e 1T VP R UE[4] [S]. BT IX LR Y 5ol TR TR RS E B, TS EEER
B (NR-IQA)IZHT U S E AT, FRERS SR . NS PR TRE . AILIAOL R B shH st 2T 55 b B
IEEZANAEANIER

MR SE, F 1QA BiREiEHE LR R E BB NS, 2ilitmss . SO AL 4SS5
AERERAR. ML, BREBRNENE LSRR Bt 5iEs). ISP ZMiREE. M8k, H
i T 6 IR S SR R . BID BEAE FUSCELM[6], CID2013 48/ ¥ #¢ 5 B 8 26 2 5% 7], KonlQ-
10k 78 75 KR 2% EME (8], SPAQ [ [m) & e FALE (9], FLIVE N 23 B E M AR KR SRR
[10]. Bk, WFFEEOHE “RRTIRRE” Him “LERMPNE SRR N FEWmEE .

R R AR R T A EAR S R B AR BN R IR RS AT
] EESAS), (ER B OSBRGSO BRSSO R R 2 R AR s W A
R PR SRIE AP SO REE SR I R A . B B M S 25 BRI R
iz, o e AR — D TBOK 5 3R 40 15 5 RO AR A s SR R . BRIk, SIS N AE G R 30
HAE T IO R BT FE, BRI [ ZHE R 7R B ROBE A2 T AR v DL RO B B 22 KAt g .

FI%% IQA & NR-IQA, EHNCH ZREARMNAFMELDLHLH . k1 Por, EEWUNSHEE
B FHES I HESERE 1QA [11]: 7 RSB RME S SRE LS H N INE12]: & LIRS EIRE
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IQA L L5k SN ZRHNK[13]; BEARSE A . LA SEM R R H R T R [14]. JRT, FLSK
ARG REEFVEEH 1QA R K — 030, EEAREN. REE - 15 SRR BEENAE 5 i
R s> BRI E . T B, ARSCK RS 5 NR-IQA 1AL [ USGHEAT e, VERIA
BLAEALSTT PP A0 — BB 36 2 45 HAd 7 17

ARSI EETTRRIAGN T LR = o5

1) REHLYF NR-IQA, WITHIESSLS, IFURGRE. ZEA . ARSI O

PRI 3 o
2) % EUEETE AR EE NSS. CNN. #7755 182% 3] . Transformer FIAR 515 5 A8, AN [F] i 28
I RE TR -

3) MEEBHEEZ AL "B TR ANE S MR A LB S, BT 55 25 AP 55 T F 28 i iR o

Table 1. Positioning of representative Chinese IQA reviews and this review

= 1. KRBT IQA LRR 5 A ERIELIR

30 HAPTLL HSL e b FAXSASSCHIAS /2
FEMQ015) ZHERE. FHIEEEIHESR NR-IQA IR SN RUEEHIRFMEIRZ oy EL[11]
77 EWEEQ021) WE/CHE . MEGARETTE NRIQA IWEZ T W RETEASHIRE ., BE51ESWRE12]

) 22k, . | i e
W R R %(2021) I 5 5 M RIE IQA HFHIAHRATE S M EE R SRR, HSdg 55t i) B AN Az [ 13]
BIAGER2002) AF. FURREEARYAT  CRRFr— RIS SRR B[]
‘ SRR N BB RS SR
A e R HSL I R BEH. TS R

2. Atz NR-IQA EfESiFM &4
2.1. EREEXSIEHIER

F AP I SURINEER O FEBCR AR S W, FRIE A 9 P35 32 W L 43 B (MOS) Bl %
o335 W W53 Z(DMOS) o PR AIE S R AR RR Y A FH 285 SR A T S5, L s P A BB S o 4 FRLE A 8 1)
(ITU-R)&A T BT.500 #iCHh, X AR EUE T & = PN A UG 260 . S8 0 1k B 5 A BS54
THEAME5]. 5R2IEKEN AR, LIVE Challenge R FHEL AT, NE I 5 ERG I K
FRPP R T ARG X L8 WV W 1 AN SIEREN, A A W IQA ISR 5 B0k i) H AR JRUEE
HEEERENGEH FIBAF, 20 IQA W FVEEIT ZERANIE . %S5 B HEEE, S0 5N
2 BH(FR). FBHBIHS#%RR) 5L S % (NR); FR RS 2824 E, RR JEH S 40/,
NR 732 RIS B AR 4e i . kB, 8 U555 .

FrZSHEAG BT FHAREEA, RE MR N2 X 40 S50 % IQA 5L & 1QA CHE. St =4
Bk B R CAR KL AR, & SHLHIERIE. TID2013 5RiH 22572 #43E 1k, KADID-10k $24t &
KIBE A A, (B G UG FE P R & AR MERR A . A SCHTRR “ Bt ”
et HH R B AR &It . MEERES B a A4, Hi@EwEs i Lk S H B .
LIVE Challenge fU#E52E 4Bk, KonlQ-10k SREITIAMNLE A%, SPAQ 7w B RETHLEIG 5 @ I vF
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FSHURENE T TRERBM S 2 0 &BUR, RESIRHMBEMEE . BEeFIR A DU - 5
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B, KonlQ-10k # KA FFE AR, SPAQ Mk . =M E &M, FLIVE WL 4 JimEE &
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Figure 1. Representative image samples from Real-World IQA databases
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Table 2. Representative databases comparison for real-world image quality assessment
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BID (6] 6 EMBLEMIE UL gpkmies kS
CID2013 [7] 480  79pE. 8 KlE  BHRELM 5% MOS Gy BT AR £ 2 S
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KonlIQ-10k [8] 10,073 M ERE R G—F) 1024 x 768 AL MOS MR, EEHH

SPAQ [9] 11,125 66 A GEFHL SRR PR RARRJETEMOS &5t EXIF 5@t
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LIVEIQA 145% N R ML 2L BFEA, TID2013 118 2% BB 55 B RN K R, KADID-10k
TR [ — 2 ) S B AR . %) KonIQ-10k S5 BB /7 BEFENLRIZY, SPAQ i HeyE X%
535 5o, FLIVE W75 U608 BN S 3B bn i 1A 7 3. BEALIEME R 23 T REP= 2 SR At T, Rt ]
SE K3 RN 25T R oy B IE A LU AL R )

5 KA R DR SR 45 I 25 58 B R AIE 5 1A 2%, BRI - AR J A, IRk F E A AR 25
2. DGQA J81d K 5 SRR R BT [ 161 NI E S 7 iR Se VAR TE HARAR 2 25 1F T B
Bl 2417, —EWHREIE ] WHEAR, SO0 TRk . BT NR-IQA 25 352 FENLRI /- 520K,
AW E T ARG P B . A ZE A E AL, TR RS AR 5 R B

TEIT 5L 5. BAREAHERPPN UG, TG DR I 5t NR-IQA 1 E EHIAR B L X
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3. ESL7R NR-IQA 535K
3.1. ETERGRGHTSXBFEINSE

H 4R 5 451+ (Natural Scene Statistics, NSS)E ¥ = i B H SR BMEAEE 24 0 — i A Fa e A, SR
S AF RBUITEAR . A MEBUN E, HIEARAE LA 2 AT7R . DIIVINE 76/ 77 L ##5518], BLIINDS-
11 /£ DCT B H G 11[19], BRISQUE JUIAE FH 2= [ 3448, Bk b 3 — 0 RO AR IR AL, JFH SVR
[l A5 [20] 0 XA “Am B EARTE” AT RRE . R RRAR 15T B R o
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Figure 2. A general NR-IQA framework based on natural scene statistics
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e SR ERAE BAR, T HETF R S s i ME— VR 2
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Figure 3. Local prediction and content-adaptive aggregation in CNN-based NR-IQA
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3.3. HiFF. BRBSEEZEEX

75X MOS ARiE AR, HAFBHREINTE T ENHECL G — . NGRMEX L #, WF T 20 W HE
B BB RIS 2 = AT M RIHRR . K] 4 WS 7 =307 iR A BB, (HEA 1T B B
A, JFARREE MR BRI . H B AR R R, BB I G R RS, B
T3 W — D N B s A AR 51 REZ RIS . RankIQA M & Fi 2k 3048 2 140 3 HE Fr X [30]
MetalQA i 762 >J PRodi i RH 2k LR R &2 [31]. UNIQUE A& 2% ST i &0 A S A e v, sk
BRI SRHILTERIR[32]o MR B RSSO0 4 0] FRUBE IR, (E f5e 24 8 2847 7 K HE 1 22 (R e 31 T A
R4
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Figure 4. Ranking, self-supervised learning and cross-domain generalization for NR-IQA

4.NR-IQA HHEF. BMBEISENZL
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H BT E 2 IR G MOS UG i S AH DS TUSC AT 45« CONTRIQUE 3@ i AN R 2k 3 A 4 53
PLEIZE IR G R IR [33]. Re-IQA N A5 i ERAEMAR[34], ARNIQA % JREIE, PAB/DArEER
NUFEWESE35]. ATTIQA Ht— LB MEAE 5 AR AL S . R, T 7 R Il i 25 S ME OV AR 5 30E AT K
FUBETIZR[36]. FREEANTE T TR B2 0T, T7E T30, OhFR A7 288 A 2 15 ] 1)

IO N 502 A B A FEI SR A AR N Z . RE M RE 25 . DGQA itk B 5| S
BRI A B E SR R 1 TR o MRS R AT 2E AN 1) B R BR A I B B A LU RTAR R
EHHSH . QCN LT SARF AL LA HEF 25 A1 5005 PR OC RERIE[37]. XLkl ®, (H AR
2 BRSBTS AR IS, B A B AR PR S Rz AL .

3.4. EF Transformer 518 X BHB 7%

Transformer AN [F)f7 B AR B 1) G B 7~ A token, 1 EVER /1@ KEEE R R, 38 R AHE
BEanE 5 frs . MUSIQ R A K S Lt 5 REEGtS, 7£ 2 70 912 token Z [AIBE G EEAK[38]. TReS 4G AH
XHEF 5 H — UL, B e ) 5 BT AN 3G 5 A A8 2 14 [39] . TRIQ M LA Transformer 25 A% 4= &) i 555 £ [40] .
AR 2 SRS BF CNN, X RIERY T2 5 HI W 7 B B 34k - oK R
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Figure 5. Token modeling and feature aggregation in Transformer-based NR-IQA
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MANIQA {#i FH £ 4V 7 /7 i Ak 30 18 A28 (7] 32 H[41]. TOPIQ M i 218 XA T 51 5 & 32k EAFAE[42]
LoDa 7ETilill 25 Transformer 557E N8 i RFAE, DARARIE B oA M 2 7 B BUR N [43]. 7RI i B afipe
P R4 R SZ B ) AT SCRE SRR X R RHIE R B R AL T . RS RS .

Transformer R R L RN B EBEF AT REAH, 5588651 &ZE 2RISR X: K patch
FRTE SR M W] BE 2 S5 e 7 | RS I B S SRR E 5 . MUSIQ BAZ RUE token ZZfif 7 k2B 4K,
LoDa H RIFAFAEE NN GHYT R AT 55 70 HE 238 4 R i I 2l SR A AN RE IR [ 77, DRI G 28 B 3 75 o
ik BT Je 1 5 R SRR AL

3.5 ETMRESRENTRETIN S Z

7E Transformer 54k 4% J5 i SCEEAE SRR b, 5015 5 BB — DG S R UE AR 5 “ U5/ 227 “Ii M
/B« AR AR SESUAME SN T, H—MHER WA 6 Fn. MBEEZRE, CLIP-IQA [44].
LIQE [45]H1 QualiCLI [46] P &5 J& T XU 4miid 45 /rik, @HAE SRR KIESHA; Q-Align fl DepictQA
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ARPEIA e 1IN S JE ], H SRR R B AE S e I 2 o R

'd N
( ) - Q‘
f:\
K. O | — /
> ] 0 ] - —
< B |:| g e | B t Quality
c B O B> x ] Score
= PP |e-e] >$‘<I = [ 0
% Distorted Image 0 B m| (| (e || | 22200
Vision L] A i [e=SEEE B
Encoder N -EM | R —
Multimodal " Quality ———
Alignment Large Language Model Prediction :
Quality Prompt O Y Quality
Description

Figure 6. Multimodal alignment, quality scoring and description in VLM-based NR-IQA
& 6. MLHRETES NR-IQA HIZAREXITT. REW S Sk

Q-Bench P45 2 SR (PR EMIERE 11[47], Q-Align fEIES: MOS i A E LI B s
P LG 2 AR KRB [48] . DepictQA AT 55 HE i B EUE I & LLAL . 2% B0E LA H ARE & /iR [49].
PromptIQA /D& EUG - BN L F SCH R IE N B FI1FE 7 5K [50]. Align-IQA TiE i Ji & X 55 im il
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UESE, PR FSER DO — BN TS B R R e e s LR AR, B Rk
AHRE,  MAEANE i E VE A

AT, ERTTEE SRR . OB T S R LR AR, A A SR R RE S N AR A
BEATRE A LA

4. RRMFZELB ST
4.1. TRIHARBLELE

AR 22 5 AR 5 L2 BRI EORIR S R EHLHII 25+ . BRISQUE ABLAT RSt iHoE e,
HyperlQA 5EAL A 2 I 82 1Y Joy & o B a2 485, QCN HARBSIHF G &R, MUSIQ ¥ KRJEHE - 42 /A8 1.,
Align-IQA TR BITF AR & . 4 3 LARE ISP TEELEL,  “I8 R A& TAEpT A Btk
FoefEsKil.

Table 3. Comprehensive comparison of major technical routes for real-world NR-IQA

5% 3. A= NR-IQA T EHARRELLEZESHER

RFE 7% R JAERE AFIEN BEZL TR BRE
NSS/#%Z(BRISQUE [20]; NIQE [21]) HARG it #E. Hitn i 59 g9 - 5 Ik
CNN/H &R RHAEE, ZRESRE % s i 7

(DB-CNN [27]; HyperIQA [28])
HEF7/E 1 (RankIQA [30]; QCN [37]) MIXI & . Mt SR - i - 5 5
Transformer (MUSIQ [38]; TOPIQ [42]) £ R J¥ token S5 &R FR  H - 5# G i IR

VLM/MLLM
(LIQE [45]; DepictQA [49])

ot

BISCAES . Rt S HERE i 58k AL &

a

4.2. KRS EMEREELE

TER 3 EVE LA R AR B A ARl b, 58 4 gF—2BI0 0 T 20 PRI LB L N PERe . HUE
P& TR SCER L AT L R 5, F TR ER B ZR M AE L 5 —HEATB% - LoDa 145 S =) & id&
Be#s AT 25 Transformer & #, PerceptCLIP H145 MK H CLIP #1422 i S & B il [52]. BT %L
PEMIE, BENLR . L E. MADHER. patch B0, TUIZREIE DL K2 75 52 s 24 AT B A A5
AR SRCC/PLCC S%of o 20 [F) WIMAL B 52, B 4T 5 37 A LSRR AR 5 45 5

Table 4. Representative within-database performance (SRCC/PLCC)
i 4. RERFZEBIBEANMEEE(SRCC/PLCC)

Hik LIVE Challenge KonlQ-10k SPAQ FLIVE FEHR N
IL-NIQE [22] 0.508/0.508 0.523/0.537 0.713/0.712 0.294/0.332 Z I NSS
BRISQUE [20] 0.629/0.629 0.681/0.685 0.809/0.817 0.303/0.341 %5 i NSS + SVR
WaDIQaM-NR [25] 0.682/0.671 0.804/0.807 — 0.455/0.467 JREBANAL
DB-CNN [27] 0.851/0.869 0.875/0.884 0.911/0.915 0.545/0.551 WM CNN
MetalQA [31] 0.835/0.802 0.887/0.856 — 0.540/0.507 JLEE 2]
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HyperIQA [28] 0.855/0.871 0.908/0.921 0.916/0.919 0.535/0.623 WA BHIER
KonCept512 [8] — 0.921/0.937 — — KIEL CNN
MUSIQ [38] — 0.916/0.928 0.917/0.921 0.646/0.739 % JU% Transformer
TReS [39] 0.846/0.877 0.915/0.928 — 0.544/0.625 AEXTHE
DEIQT [53] 0.875/0.894 0.921/0.934 0.919/0.923 0.571/0.663 R TR
LIQE [45] 0.904/0.910 0.919/0.908 — — Shraisty
Re-IQA [34] 0.840/0.854 0.914/0.923 0.918/0.925 0.645/0.733 JR RS
QPT-ResNet50 [54] 0.895/0.914 0.927/0.941 0.925/0.928 0.610/0.677 JRETIZE
LoDa [43] 0.876/0.899 0.932/0.944 0.925/0.928 0.578/0.679 IERIESENREN
CONTRIQUE [33] 0.845/0.857 0.894/0.906 0.914/0.919 0.580/0.641 Xof LTI
MANIQA [41] 0.870/0.899 0.923/0.933 0.923/0.926 0.731/0.753 EZ ISVl
CLIP-IQA+ [44] 0.805/0.832 0.895/0.909 0.864/0.866 0.606/0.641 CLIP #78
TOPIQ [42] 0.870/0.884 0.928/0.941 0.921/0.924 0.633/0.722 R EED
YOTO-S [55] 0.869/0.903 0.926/0.938 — 0.570/0.652 FR/NR %i—
PerceptCLIP [52] 0.908/0.923 0.945/0.954 0.930/0.933 0.590/0.689 128 CLIP &

FLIVE (A% RECEAMLT KonlQ-10k 1 SPAQ, KELHNAEKE. 7R M ILIHRILA ST
Ao KonlQ-10k FA S — 1 EG R E 5k, SPAQ & T8 G FHLIRR, FLIVE M7 5% 5% I8
W 265 P 25 R R B AR o X e 2 R il BRI SR N BUE A R B R A 5. A, BB N PERE T RE
FARR KRR E N 2R A AT MOS RS R . 92 5 3E—b 4l T e A BN ) H AR dsldr 2 4614 F
AR VEES ER AR 45 R o 7RI e IR . AN B ARARZE I B, IR 2 15 MO R 5 9 5 A MOS R
P AR AE LU X 4% K /N BE DG

Table 5. Representative cross-database SRCC without target labels
5. NMERBRRERERMERIESE SRCC

T i LIVE Challenge — KonIQ-10k KonlIQ-10k — LIVE Challenge R
HyperIQA [28] 0.772 0.785 P2 3 TS 52 YR 3
CONTRIQUE [33] 0.676 0.731 TSCAAT 555 H b AT AAAE 2 5
Re-IQA [34] 0.769 0.791 J B/ PN B SRR LS 43 U T
QPT [54] 0.749 0.821 Gr— P I T B T R
QCN [37] 0.784 0.840 JURHEFEZS[8], BANJ7 Tl 04 7t

4.3. FFERRS M A%EE

B AT AR KRR AT R DB-CNN A& BRI ZE 5 & 2 R R AL
HyperlQA {5 Tl ML BE A 4324k, TOPIQ LA Z 15 51 3 Jmy #i R B AR . R B 1 5 1 0 B RE T
LA, CLIP-IQA IR PP T RE AR UAZNEHE s AN WORAL . SEASZ S5 HY R IR B i o R
JE#R Y3, LAVE Cop SO KSR B, P ph Al o U SR A AR S R A

BT ERBEEEN FYERE BRI R AL . QCN FHJUATHER % R BGE R FIIEPEIT, DGQA
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I R PR D TR, TR E N fe VAR AR T HARFR IS ST . IX S SR E T E 51 T A B TT
S BREE PR o BRI, IR FE NS S BB I — B AR I, T AN K E e de = SRCCo

FIPERAEMIE . TR ARE S A RRE . BB A SEIN S E s T e ) NIQE SR E ST
B2, BCRA HyperlQA A HIER CNNo KRN 2% BRI 1638 & B L T 2R e & w1 )93k, PaQ-
2-PiQ I JRy & PP 733 W] SCRF XIS o 15 10 46 AR 55 LN B SR AGIE - MHEARTTEAS W0 5 1 i o A% B it
BEEBI R, AR Align-IQA 3T 5%, (HMAHETE 5 451040 E B R S EdE A B E . iR ELER
RW], FHSEY5R NR-IQA AN C il LAl s Bn e WAL, IR Iz Ak ACHE . ARSI St SR
A5 A R G ]

5. B S A RES
51. BRREEZUSRERERE

gity EIRITR S SRR L, HSE 5t NR-IQA it — b e i 3 252 R its Hlm Bz A5 RUSERSHE . %K
Pa SAREE TR . VRN WIS 1k 5 AT AR L AR AR AR 5 SRR B DU T T 20 5 MR ARz AL (1 S ANE
T ARSI IR AP IARSCE, TIAE TR RE AR R AN BLA . RAIN BARFAC BB AR KPR E
. PRI, RAEIETZ AL DRI AR S 5 R = 28 B AR B AR U5 1 AR 5 2 5 5 J
MR BCE: Bz A el H A e Bl 1G5 R S VR I TEAReE HARFEAS ;S BBra A 2 4%
(P3RS o FEvE N LR 5 B T 1A 5, O RIS e Z2 3V e« JE SIAR I ARG R . dyemT I,
T AR e N PSR R AR, AN AR TR S A B IS B T B

JiHE R HEAN AN R R B S5 BB R AP U, T A 125 e B8 RO AT B . AN [ i 42 (1 MOS T
B S AL E BRI A, T RZE T — A RE ST — BUE X H], ABEST— ORI 3o FIAT ISR E N5
LS PR A (2 A Bt SR IR R PP 20 (R 8 P8O BSOS BLBREAS 12 DO R AR [ s 22 50 5 A o
BREMEERE L mIGE, IO MAHEA T ENE . atk, BEEREIPM LIHE “Hr R BIER
I HORTR R RRE” o IF IR, DARHER 22 F A5 X (1] 4h 78 SRCC 5 PLCC.

5.2. BEARSENFZTEY

FSEHER 2 W AR AR A R BRSO, TN RN SR o5t SR, 23R A B EE 1)
BailE, LARARZEIATIEHIE . Hnde i 2O BUGTE 0 AT . HEABEGIXE ., S R ME RV —
Ph, FFATFREB S R IHING MBS B o IXFEAREX > « R S AR AN 4307 A RO TIINAS
FaFE” o Bk, EAMFEFERE T, SR HAA BRI K E R, RERER — AR
B MOS ) [/ A A AT U -

SHUEE L B MG B AT AR R AR R, (= MRS TR NP S AN E PR AT
ZE SR PR E B AOREA, DY BUR PEAR S PR AR IR RT o FH RS B A 36 & iR AL 2
A G AL ARER DS R EEF (22 [ 54 ISPREME S8, Hay KIZRaiim A&
T RARIE S PO r] W, AREHE S S — X PR P 1) “ BRBR IV X - N AN AR OB AR - SME
HER” KRS iR .

5.3. AIESAIERRETFN

FIAG S PP AN LA A R — SR B, 3 I I W AR K T P SRR S o T AR I A A
JS2 M JEEZRTE T 70 B B B R, % TR SRR AR S 75 S S AR R [ PR A . TR SRR SR K
KA AANLE L PR R N AR, R AR SRR TEYE A R AN 5 o O MR B
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EE AU R BER BRI R, ARRIENM SN T RFLH RS AR T35, A FER
"t PR 2R R o R M ) S PR 2 o

AR NEAG THL X 7> W70 70 O R B AN E L, DLEAEAA L L S 2 AR TR e 7 BR 1 7
PRSI AN E e SR A N Y R TR A SRV 2y 0 A BT X TR, ARG B RS S PR iR 2
HULAC . ESEPRARGE T, AFEM AT HRAMRE I il N TR MEIEEE 73 A5 22 40 4 B A
ARG M, WAE RN OCEAE T RN E B, AR T ORIER R0 8. MROIESE S Tl B 5
JFEZ 1A ) — Bk

5.4. BEYRSIHRNE

HS7 5 NR-IQA i ZEALFE & 7 2 G AN R FR A0 7, WAL 2803 5 AR B2 2k LB 2 A A AE ] S o
JE .o SRR PR AR RACE T R R AN B ORI D TR TS A T AT BT
AR i B AR /NS PAE s DR T AT R P R RZR s R A 1 R HE R = BB IE e
ANE S B sa R R . EIRTER BN K2R S8R, 30 N R IR s B iz (LA i &
RIEEREE

SRR VAN S RN i iy TR RE . BERUR /N W N AE i B IR M A RERE, IR IR 7
PR LR R R . T A B R e, AR MR R 2 B S AR 0 R . SRR XIS AT B IR S5
W ALR A AR i e 5 SR T AR 45 (70 SR AR BT 3o ARSRAIT F 7 e PR Al SR USRS Z
FERERATE . SERPE . RROETE S BHIRE AR 1B 4R A T .

6. &t

HS5% NR-IQA TX R & ZRAR S WRMR HESIARL, PR 20 52 B MR S
MOS RS WA E PERIFERIZIH . AU SRR 2> BRI SC R B RETE 0 U I 5 L s Bt se
TIN5 R SRR . A0S RUSERHE S J) ASIE FH AT L A5 56 M AA) FC LA I PP 4 AR

FETVERH, JIE e R A B RIE R FF 29 8 . NSS R b vl iRt it %65, CNN SRk RS N2
HIERN, HFF. BB M S R 5 H A, Transformer ZE#E 4 /i M RFBIR 1L, 98 TE
B E k. PCRONIE B RRE . RORAIT U EE s L ph Hcdie 5 PN FIIRG B e [ B 38z A . TR
e UESE— B AR A BRI PRI 5N (R i R o
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