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Research on Sentiment Classification of Chinese Reviews Based

on Supervised Machine Learning Techniques
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2. PLA University of Foreign Languages LLuoyang, Luoyang, Henan 471003, China)

Abstract: Sentiment classification is an applied technology with great significance. It can solve information disorder
and help people locate the required reviews in the Internet. Up to now, most research of sentiment classification is
on English reviews, and little work has been done on Chinese reviews, To find an effective way for the task based on su-
pervised machine learning method, and analyze the influence by term expression and term selection, this paper conducted
some experiments under distinct environments, including different feature representation, different feature selection, differ-
ent categorization technique, different size of features and different size of training data, over Chinese text collections. The
experimental results show that sentiment classification will obtain high performance, when using bigrams representation, in-
formation gain and SVM classifier, enough training data and plenty of features.
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IR RE(E EE R EE) A BEAHLERK
MERE . B LA AT 2 RO B R S T
VI, LAGE T 8 1277 i 00 R T A M 358 A Bt 1) ) 332
HIEEWL; RZ, X F—8% BB R A
MEZEMERFER, UETHEERINEL. —/K
TEIS A A% 4 R TF T 34 A2 6 T, P 3 o R A 4 28 O ik
VT — BB R 3R58  BUE BT X DL 1 43 45 R4
R SCHTEE B 4 T W A % (Overall Opinion Po-
larity, OvOP) , W FRARPE . 4 T B s AR 1% 1 4 2 ik
FEFR b 4 1 S AR 4 P (Overall Opinion Polarity
Identification, OvOPD) , & Fk W AL % 5170 . W5 %
HA 5 TEE UL B 3 3C A4, BB XA
KO BRSO &8, I R R TRREWE R
BTEREEN WEXEHFEARHRARIES
FHRENME EH UK GRZMSESHLH
5 8, PR A 28 SCHR B R 1% S 0 26 (Sentiment
Classification)™ , 5 7 3 ik i — B, A 0o H
G—RARAHEDE, '

TR 2 LI — R LN | &
TIRfE B RE MM, FEAP R E LT RE
BB 584 K0 B — T B A RS FMER

CREEA,RHAMERBIENE TR EFK,
MEZW R A MRS BRI E B RS K
AEMRBUTR ZTEWHARBE TREZLRN
HY. HEROEN T HHEHAP B IR &
xR GHTH e B FEBER B Y KWEH . 5
Sho BRI FRF S BB ESEST L@
AEB L H LA .

HEl, X TR EBRS LR, REWTEH
SBEFREFZV X ECEIRR IR T FE
ATRANAUTHEA: (DFEAFREBERILSEIN
T7 X 3 SCHHE AR AT Ay K T (O
B2 SO R SR OB R 5 AR TR AE N
HRAS R WRED 7, NEHHRAFEKRE,
T BAES BF S — S B BOR M 5
Ko HE@OMETEQ, , HEgHFxH B E. &
18RS BT I o, 38 SO R ST 408 O B BT R
[, 20 AR ALE £ BR Oy vk o0 155 JR% 1) S 8 55 O T BB AR TE
—EZES . HETE AE X SO R 2 B T AT
B,

ERG A HERG PR MG ISR, F
WEERFBROHE. (DEMHELBNESTE
TEH SCHR & T R R RRCRIIE S 5 (2) 304
P AE R 7R J7 12 TR AE 3% B 0L ) 55 IR 2 0o o SO iR

B HE BEAE 7 A A A 5 (3) SCAY S 1y R 26 1 R AR
MEXT B REF R R A B, 5%, AX
B TE % DR P TR R 5@ A 4 L 43 2K 0 B I
R WFFE T &R0 R AE 3R AR AE 2 5 J7 ok X 1 1o
KGR LRI, X LGS RHAT T IR
ST, LR, KA n-Gram HIEXER T F R
B FFIE R B T B 0 SVM 43 2K 05 3%, 7 & i KV
SRR EE SR EOLT » 15 B> K BE B
R HHR .

ALRXFEHEN: WA T ERS
KA R BB T T A 5 28 = R0 55 VU85 43 X SCA HRAE %
AN FIFESR B 2 o 4y K07 B AT T AR A R 5 58
TR FIE T AR LK IS T #ATH RS KM LR
SR, X BAT TIRAR T BARIAH TS
BIHNSEHN TR TRE,

2 MHEXHEIE

L5 N1k A G RS B 58 TAE B9 SCHR LI
SISO . RSB TAEA A48 LT JL
AT

2.1 EBEURHSAE

B 2K R K Web b AR BR B IFI8 SCRS 72 1
REHMRAE AR X 5 8 ERFME WL, XKT
fELL Finn % A 3CHR 0 AR, Hahib R 2 TR i
PRiE (POS Tagging) B 5 1E 3% 8 7 ¥k H i 4% (Bag-
of-Words) J kR 4 . Wiebe 55 AHySCHRL 4 170 Xt
AN TARTE BRI IE A7 R 2R KT ST
R T A A i bR T W A A A R
ER.

2.2 WAHRESE

AH PGB M 4328, 3R] AR R 4 S ME S R — 8,
B Rl T S A A A IR ] B R E o A TR AR A .
Andreevskaia ] Bergler 1 {# § Sentiment Tag Ex-
traction Program (STEP) 757 M. WordNet 32 B
15 E, TR T WordNet iR X X .
b F A% 3 & FiE B9 v B8 . Kennedy Fl Inkpen {ifi
H General Inquirer (http://www. wjh. harvard.
edu/7 inquirer/ homecat. htm) 3 & ¥ [ % ¢ &
BI4E BR8], FF 38 4 T negations (X #%) | intensifiers
(3 5%) A1 diminishers (9 5% ) = F 5 7 2k 7+ 5 5 1%
HHIRE" . Turney M Littmant™ f CHR P2 T
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— Rk, 68 A AltaVista #189 NEAR 2B M
Web b8 245 2 %18 7 i 3 3L A9 YRB Lk B
SE PN BOAR DL AR BE , — B IA R T IE T S E ik
RSB B T B P L B A IR T (SR ED
F iR B A TP BT A 1A B K AR L 0K 8 T A R LAY 3R
RARTA—ERIREK.

2.3 HBRO%

2.3.1 FEFIEEGR AR

Subasic f1 Huettner™ F T8 7 T — 4 T
TR ) A D% 1) 4 1) B, 1) L A bR B TR 9 5 (R A
TR ) ) F 0 BE (S 28 A OB EE) . Liu
2 ) By SR 42 H i A Open Mind Commonsense
B PR R e B TS 5 R AE R T 0 B R LA
A A FEA G (5 26 IR RS RME R T A
A o AT 4 AT A 1 R R 36 Y R AE R K B
SRS AR

2.3.2 ETHLEES

Lin 25 AU H0 300 5 % 51 5] AR Ry — A 43 2 )
KEERBHT —FMEFEITERIR2ES 7k E
AT W) B R R OR AR OB U B B O .
Whitelaw 25 A7 S6 1 0F 53 1 T 25 1) 1 1) 20 S A8
Mi 8 (40 “ extremely boring” 8% “not really very
good”) , 1 $8 BUHT & 2% 18] 19 1] 4L 4 M R AE, 2 T
X EERRAE , A ] & 25 [A] B AU 3K 78 SO, F R T Sup-
port Vector Machine #E47432%, 3k X 43 A 15 iH A1
FUE LI A 3R . Pang % AY LA Usenet | # AL
TERPE N ERHAT TR, R T A W I Fr 1 1 £
778 L 28 % 3 & s (Naive Bayes, Maximum En-
tropy fl Support Vector Machine), H I 4E R g
7N » 3 T presence-based frequency #& &I #€ ££ Uni-
Grams ) 77 %, 3+ ¥ A Support Vector Machine
(SVMDHEFT 43 28, RE TR AT B U 19 43 2K 45 2R, L ME
KAy 82.9% .

3 NAFERTHFIEER

3.1 XFEFERT

HEATE A 8 200, B o B AL R & B 3
AR RARAE » 7T LASR B SCAS IR & F R AT A T
F R BN FFE, 0 68 FH A n-Gram 38 41 F1 BE 4 45 .
] B 25 18] R R A (VSMD =2 H B A Rm i R 2
J5 1 - AT 5 5 T 7E LA A4 T8 SCRL TR Dy 3 K

AT S35 A4 A TR T A ) A L, 3B R DA I A AR R
e BRI B E BB E A (1 for o o) B
SCRY d A B m RAE A n (D) BARME £ AE 3
R d PRI IRBGIR4, SCR d BT L — A4
fiE B B RN IDH
d = (m(d))s ny(d)erem, (d) )]
WA SR RR T EARBELEEBRIES
AL BEECR 5% 18T BRI 48 2 W R ST IR R
e 17 SR ST S A 2% B R B 43 T B SR R
R, A X SERIR IR RBR L BB B
WIS, T B AR B A E R E 5 T2 724
R Ay K EE. B HAT N IE, k VSM
MR AR TE BRI b S B BT R S B B B W] R
ML T ERARIE.

3.2 XARHIEESR

FHSCAR RN 75 v A BB R AIE o] BETF TE R 201
A 38 3 AR I 45 A F— SN R E MR AE R A R
T BR R P Y R TR, 3 A B R R 1 o 2 T A E B T4
T B Ak U B ERT .

SUASAEAE FE 46 69 BT 55 R 4 W] L9y R R AE 3%
PRV RPAE Al BUR 280 . R AIE 3 9 R A 0 I b o
T N TR0 R A+ 328 % 8 43 B A 28 3 IX 43 BB ) 9
IE 5 45 A1 ol BT 388 5 ol JEO I ) 5 M D2 R AIE = T
B ik 4 25 [8) A — 1~ 22 B, DA T 8 JRU A6 R AE 25 ) B 4
HHREREBEH R R ROk, ¥ f R
EE £ S RE R BB R RCREARBR T B4 &
& AFAEE#E T 36 N L 2 AR T N S8 R 32
T 1 BB A B B o IE S SOA B3R A IR . R ALY
P T HRAE E £ B0 A B ATHEAT SCREBIR S B4R 5
5 &80 CHI e it 4%, T 76 45 ik il U7 T 3 8% 5 43
Br A X o B RS RBI S AR RS HSI A
AGUR . A SO P R . R
I 508 f 8 A P 43 24 285 B00CR SR B AR 06 o Ok ekt
e RW . G BMRHEES 7k 2 280K
P B B4R % O BB R B R AR HOE R IE R B
TR, 432545 i P RE S T AT RE Y LR 19 R .

4 BTFRITEINTETE

AR E AT WBE T KRS AR
] B R AE BE 7 BE AR 45 6 AR X T SCGE B F R B
HWEHE RS LT . R, RMNNMG LA LM
MR TG E ST R T5
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4.1 homBLERE

oo ) B 28 O vk R — PR IRT B A BB o 2Kk
JT AT SO AR AR 1) B SR R, FE LR R b, X F
A8 T R — 8 SR8 — A 3 e & (Bl
LEE ., H—MEEARESEN, ARIHTRESS
o ) B A AR BE » BBORE R0 BE fie R AEL B9 o o0 1) B T
FESFIAE A EEAS B2 R B

4.2 KkESB(KNN)S A%

k-IE 4B I3 KI5 ik B — T AR B A SR N A HE L T
W EWH P k-3 48 20 2 07 TR B A SO 4 T
MR AW R, EEIEE 2 NGRS
ik, I BABRGASCRY d 28500 0 X Bk i & A
Y ZRme A b B R B R 251

4.3 BEBSEFAE

T 2 B TR7 B8 1 0B SOF2 40 0 B SR AR T i
KFMA X ENRELHE, EINGSR S, B
B — ™ 1R 1 43 S AR R R A8t BB — YRR, AT
A LA S FHR— BRI BUEE I Gr 4L B BT 580
JE b TH B SRR SE B R A IR . el RN B B YR A2
B —Nr 2B R Winnow B ¥k, Winnow H ¥4
TR A8 F, FATTLE S 38 b R F W 2 % Winnow, BJ
X F MR EEHNE o F o HXFHL.

4.4 Naive Bayes(NB) 4 7%

R4 Naive Bayes Jy ik 3k % i 8, I H B # &
A AR T A S s 187 v A AR O B R (R
HEHHEFREBUSS AWM BRI XA SRR, Lk
|, Domingos F1 Pazzani [ 3 Bt 3 B, Naive
Bayes J5 ¥ 78 55 26 B 53 AR M R AL 19 43 28 1R) R
A ARAG B RO EE R E A A K AR DA BT, W58
WA RE R, '

4.5 XFEMBUNSEFE

T W B ML 4 25 5 ik (Support Vector Ma-
chines, SVMs) R1£ 4 73 25 th Ak 8 A B0y — Fh ik,
BHSEE R Naive Bayes kS mEL . HHE
REGE —MIIGE, B B A B K H R 5
B8 - T (L B T o0, 3 L8] B8 8K, 45 21 B 43 2K
ar iy . ERIEH K B B R T SCRIFRIE ) B
SCRY 4> IE RS B, R SVM kY T
— SR — A AR AT B AR AL R

5 KBRERSH

5.1 HE&E

SR TR BF VB A B GRS
Hh TR AR R D R AL LA R Y b ST IR R L BT A
BOPE AT FATT AN LI P B R O o STITE I ) 0 SR B2 3R
B8, BT F— TR R A [ TS
P 3t Ay 75 1k B 4R o B R KRR AR, X TR RE
URL Mk B ATHE & THERREH . IBRRESE,
g B B e ARG — B SRR L IR BN AR TR
£ CIE T P8 B8R 3T 38 » B 445 21 52 % 40 11 i 4K
e, BIEPRREARFIME 1 FrN.

®1 IRANESEESER

HoR B
F A
BB Negative Positive

- %)) 1980 1062 918
HEF 1476 1012 464
=0 1118 733 385
FiL, fi%i 901 451 - 450
FH 992 497 495
A1t 6 467 3755 2712

MR AL, BAS F 8 ST FEAR SO
I 6500 RLITIRERARBFEREN, HRXWSE
ELECEI R, LUF e i B

B 1. “IR— BE XA 7 R B D, A 4R

ERMERZ - BREPEHBEHFWEZIER
Zz—."
B 2. “V703SH H A B T T AL LK 2. 0
BT 26 T QVGA, BR“IUE”CGRE RME.
URRAREE AT A ) R BLARAE H Hh o, 7E 4 4 R 2%
B F L SRR AR 5

B 3. “fE—Leub Ty, 45 BTSN RO AR R,
HB 55 IR R W P 2R A R A R O RS LA 6
D3 8GR SR IR E 2 S N R )
G2 5 JE W, R F) F A 38, IR 5
-

B 4. “ncd000 BRMMWH HFEEH T ATILH
A4, % PM B StepSpeed ST R 21 R 4H H 6k
W% 3] 600MHz, B i 5 #1 B 5] 48, L A8 19 B R 4
NBAEE% . MTHNFEZERmRWGE!”
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M EEHHITRE . REFGERARBREX AN
BllAG 2 PREFELAEERETHENBECAE,
Bl 3 Bl 4 WMERXTHENEESE.

PR P EE M5 A R IE SUE PR 5
B EHFAERRNER, FERE N X B850 7
H ISR 2 T IE RIS % E . HE 8N IER
HFEHEMEY., SRTRXHHKESR, R
R F R R, 428 500 MF, FHLLIE
WP R B 2028 60 NIUE,

5.2 LWHERSH

#TF n-Gram WHRIERZS FELR LS
Y

AL, RSB RAT KRB IE X
A HF S Bl UniGrams, BiGrams 1 TriGrams, H i
WA, BIXT T & A 8, 6 A 502 M 5 iR
YERVIGREE , Bl 4% 5000 B B4 /6 IR 48, S L &
FRAEHME . SVM 32Kk, SLREERMT .

2 EFnGram B ERTHESEBELE

5.2.1

MW BFE | BF | Bl | FH

UniGrams | 83.0 97.9 96.1 92.0 97.4

BiGrams 83.0 97.4 96. 8 94,2 97.2

TriGrams 81.8 93.1 92.7 91.6 96. 6
A |

M EZR PR LA A R S B 4 08 B A
RIER HFHE B MFEINAROEERS,
5 AR OB 4 KM B B AR AE £, BE AR 0 08 BE A
1806767 X IR BB SCA A B 1 22 B B 8L,
PATEBHE R B 1 RE 5 P LR S, B XU
53 TIB RO XA R KR, G S H 5L
B R UAAE B % A B, n-Gram h & Fp4E R
ARTEF LR REAZ, BIET 5, BiG-
rams Z W4T 73 50

5.2.2 T AR B FIE R A T LGS

RaH

L X PRI TE BT O FRATT B L 1 R 2R
5 oA 4 28 0 22 B TE T o 17 8% B0 IE T K 38 D £ T R
B EERIE A 8 R B m R 2 R Rk N
xRt FRATTRE A TR 37 44 9 370 o 3K 75 R AE L 3 28
B DU 37 4 (4 350 B3R L TE 4590 B3R o i — R
eI A CF R 8 nvaa) 73 B BEIT T L5,
oAt sc %6 AR A A [, BD XS T A~ 308, A 5040 1
BRI SR 4E, T A 50 % SO 7 AW 4, 1

WAEFAHE, /] SVM 9 KT5kk . KBREERIT
#3 TEARENBERT AN XMELR

U | BF | B~ H B FHl
£ 17 78.2 | 95.4 | 95.7 69.4 | 88.1
7 71.1 94.9 | 94.5 73.9 | 84.1
TEA 1A 63.0 86, 2 79.2 74.9 82. 2
B 58.6 | 86.2 | 69.8 | 73.6 80. 2
nvaa 81.5 | 97.4 | 96.4 | 89.8 96. 8

MBS 55 R ORF LA O RRAE 19 43
RNEEHLEK 2 % n-Gram BIFEM SR EE 2
R 2, LA P9 Ah A 4% O $RAE 1 53 250 AT BE AN n-Gram
BN BE A 2, 5 U B B8 — 3 4 F R BB S BT 18 18 Bt
Y 8 A1 IR AIE - T 4% 170 L 3 L T 2% 3R A 81 3 X Y
i) P B 48 £ RB T DURC B Hy 38N SRS B 1 SRR AE
T REXNFARKGE, EMEEHR L n-Gram B
ME—&. WTENCARTNE, &0 P EAKLE
4 37 A0 3l AR O A B9 40 260 BE B LU 4 TR A1 i
W& REF, LA HIEA R FEL X 5 B8 e
AHEMBFATA LR HRFENRBARKE
Fo M EBENHEEETNETFLENEERAIR
1 WUt 5 R BE S AL, HicRA TR G HH &
HETER. N, 85 E LM TIHBRERERIEER
HTAE BAERERSTEEE.

5.2.3 ETAMMLEELTELBRER

SrH7

AT HIRA T HAFE MD 7 82 UG,
CHI &3t & (CHD 1 X4 51K (DF) 14 F R ] fy 4%
ML FETT ik AT T L0, Fo i SE 30 S A4 4E W), BV LA
BiGrams ¥ 9 $F1E &R 77 ¥, X F 438, 1§ A
50 Yo By B VR VI R 5 , T A 5024 B B8 15 R WK
B SVM 53KT5 k. KRERNT .

R4 FTEABMEEFEFTENILBRELR

MI 1G CHI DF
BN 61.2 75.7 62.9 67.5
HE 83.3 97.2 83.7 92. 4
Fre 73.1 96.6 93.7 93.7
B i3 72.1 93.3 90. 2 91.6
FH 63.7 97.3 94.2 95.8

— % SR UL, 18 B BiGrams YE W 4E 1 , KR 1E 25 ]
FECE WA EHAMENEER &G T . ERmH
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HBEVLREBELHMETIAHR. XFFLT,
A MI #1 CHI # 47 R 4E ¥ £, B T & AT 51 18 19
BE, 0 ESWEZ MRS EENRFESE A, AT S
BT AR A DFD S SEI 25 Rk K, DF
B EEHER T MI A CHL X 5 LR MK
G HY &, H2& DF W R E I 16 K—
B, XHASEMNFTENFEEET, METFEH
BN —BENERITES HER—ERE/RS,
BARREMMETFIIEETRBEAARRMRET K,
T 4558 P 48 70— A O S/ (RRATT (B 18k 4
H,70% L LM A IS Rt 100 M), X
W 4% FE 16 6l — 58 W 45 7P 8 1 LR M JLE A 8
fi%, B X S22 49 4E /9 DF Bt AHX 8K, DF @it it
B R 2 TR AA), SR O R B, BB AT 4R
B AR BSE G B ARKE R R, XA
HERERESA LMK — WO RE, B m o J8R
M IG RB% BT K345 8, T B2 & T K 4508 xF
SRR, H R R & 4T .

5.2.4 ETARRGHEIIEELRLE R

PA BiGrams fE W FFIE R~ H L. M TEANF
B, 50 % M BUIEVE R U SR4E , B 50 %0 B 3R
FERIHALE , fE i A TR E LT BATH AR
BT #0068 . KNN, Winnow . NB il SVM #H # A
FMSEFEHETTER. TRSERMT .

RS FASEATEZNSLBELER

FEE KNN | Winnow NB SVM
g 79.5 80. 4 74.6 78.2 83.0
#E 95.0 96. 6 93.2 95.8 97. 4
BrE 94.0 95.5 88.7 95.2 96. 8
iR 92.5 88.9 82.0 89.4 94.2
F 95. 8 92.1 87.9 96.2 97.2

U EJLF GRS, TS, SVM M4
RBYEBR, AFBERENFREFRAREGHITE
BB BB M 4 B T = B TR T AR AR Ar A LT
RFIEURSHESFEENE W, AARTFHZL
BB, M, SVM R M SR EHE S TH
o5 .

5.2.5 ETARFMEBELBE RN

R MG B 42 0 B B FRAE , % AR EANE E K
/NBE P HESY , 3% B EE 1B 5 BT Y — 2 $UE (500 4,
1000 4>, -+, 10000 M) FFAEHATHER, HE L&
4481, BF A BiGrams 4E A 4R ME R~ H¥E. X T8

A, 507 KB RIS, TR 502019
BRAE IR 5 SVM 5207 1k . K REHF
R E AR T AT R

x6 FARBMBSEHTEERLE

RIEBE | BU | 8F | BE | BB | F
500 62.8 94. 2 90.5 86.0 93.8

1 000 65.8 94.7 91. 8 88.9 95.6

2 000 71.3 96.5 93.4 88.5 96. 8

3 000 73.6 97.2 95.2 91.6 94. 8

4 000 75.8 97.3 96.1 92.0 95. 8

6 000 73.3 97.7 95.0 93.3 96.0

8 000 75.3 98.1 95.9 93.8 97.6
10 000 75.7 97.2 96. 6 93.3 97. 4

MILIG G5 R F 25 0 43 200 FE AR B A1
BEMIMTHE K, Y EREXD —EHENGR 6
B34 8 000) , 432G FE X B B4, R UL BT F—E W
SrRBIEE AR BN R E SR B 2 AT, AL
BRIP—EEN, FREERBT IR FIELE
KFZAER 4> 20 B R T & A A R 2 B R AIR

5.2.6 ETARREMBVEENTRGRIW

ULgZBH, N FENEEHEHAT 50%
P B AE A VISR, Bl 4y 5090 9 BUIEAE i 4R .
DLF 3256 P R 25 SR R BB B VI SR B M 4 G FE Y
B, AT ER T I SGEN 2T 1/2.1/3--H
B 1/10, 2 FW A E L HFATHE, H AL KM
#H1E) , B LA BiGrams /E 4 f#IE RN 15, B 2 &
FRAE . SVM 4328 ek, SEREERWT .

RT ARAENEENDTEEREILR

A P25 YE B Geyid FHl
2 83.0 97. 4 96. 8 94. 2 97.2
1/2 80.0 95.7 95.5 90. 2 96. 6
1/3 78.1 93.5 94.3 87.4 94.8
1/4 73.7 92.0 91.6 84.9 93,5
1/5 75.7 90. 4 90.2 84.5 95,2
1/6 71.6 87.9 88.6 81.4 86.9
1/7 68.8 85.9 82.8 84.3 93.0
1/8 70.1 82.8 80.9 80.3 91.0
1/9 69. 4 82.8 84,6 80.9 91.6
1/10 69.6 82.4 77.8 79.8 91.6
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LR SRR F , £ T 43 25 2 B A #R Bl
I 5 B 1 Dk /0 T O T e 24 N R 4
B, R AP R AE. LEETRULH 8L
T BB RR I ZREE X T 500 1 20 0 LA e
PEAEH .

6 HiLHMRE

B R R Y] AP SCF R R B IE S
PR X 53 R 85 A — 52 I # W, DE RRAE Y 4% J7 3%
FAXTF MI.CHI #1 1G S8R AR 56 3 07 3k 58 A 545 n-
Gram $H{E KR J5 1% BB 7™ A2 BLIF M 4521, T 48— 3]
P T I 0 BB B ) 48 T 18 B B A SRR A, B
L AFRRIB R IE R BETT 40 2K, oA AT RE £ 5 o 2K
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