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Abstract

With the rapid development of economic globalization, the air transport industry is facing a new
situation, and the coordinated development of airport cluster and city cluster is the global trend.
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The development of urban agglomeration is closely related to airport agglomeration. The two in-
teract and influence each other to realize linkage development. Therefore, this paper focuses on
the close relationship between the economic development of the Yangtze River Delta and the air-
port cluster, finds out its correct laws or models, and further explores the division of labor and
positioning of each airport in the region, and the deep integration and interconnection with other
modes of transportation, it also puts forward rationalization proposals to create a rational divi-
sion of labor and a clear market positioning, to improve the overall function and efficiency of the
Yangtze River Delta Economic Zone, and to better meet the huge demand for air transport in the
development of the Yangtze River Delta, helping the development of the global city in the Yangtze
River Delta.
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1. 518

HE MG EASL AT TP e BUBRE o, WASMR AN DR Z Xz ————K
ZAITTRE, G BT SR N R ALV, AR FE S RO R AN A RO SR
T EAT 2 e R E s AT 1]

YO FHUIZ A BIBAT RO, i I 2 (] S s MU S AT AR I A, RO A iz il R
fE 7 — e R BN, SEOXENIA T HIHEE R B A R K = AT A7 7E O g T () 42k
PEDIREAS 2 N RS R Sl 8o 5 B A ME TR A S L 58 4 70 B9 46 1) il 75 22508 [2]. (2,
= A DX Bl KT 2 3 i A5 R ) 3 AT 35 DB RN A e A i 45 1L R 4% 70 2 2R Aok i it
FRIINIZRE3] . D9 1807 SR ST 22 B e s o [ 28 57 A 2 R Jj 55 -+ =4~ 11.4F(2016~2020 4F)
RN ZAN AT =R TR A R IR B BRI, T R m K = MU e, TR =
MBUATEREAATIRE, T8> THH WiEMIBMIAR R, PR = At RN B b

2. K=EANSBEXM XA & RN
2.1. WA FIERAIEE

AR FERAK =AY SRR BRI E IR R, BT K =M R BN s 5 R
W R R OGN, B VEANTR bR 58 LIS 5 S MR T B I DR E AT, BRI T L A 4R
FrXTWR 22 Grat £ R TR AR T AR IARE IS, —H 2 EAEEREMRIRSC R, M EIH Mk 7
A i [A] R OC R I ER AR V5]

DABEAN T 2010 45 %8 2019 4R 10 4F IR AFERE(R 1), AR EONIR A SR SR IR A i X
AMHIZEF=Fabr, R RS B X A= B E . B D SRR RS SRR . 28—k
B B . 5= e A3 GDP. 12 FIRBLEAN SPSS Bt 1#E4T 22 Je 4 P Bl IH 43047,
SRk s, LA, DREAETRENELE, FNARSHIRRX A BEAZT). HENOTT
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N)~ AR RS AN (D) S — P InEZo0) s 55 =r a2 o0) 5 = inE
J6)~ A¥J GDP (J8). & SEH HIRBGE & X A S B (12 78) s SR RS AT SRR (UE) s 35—
WIEIMELTT)s F kg hMELTT), =k nE{ZIT). A¥) GDP (Jo)IBUEE, MR 1%k
R EIRBL . REELREYE S BRAE VP I A FIFE R T & 15 BRI RN, € BARBLIE RS PO i (9 /R FI 6] -

2.2. HUA%E FEARR L Th & R ARG 534

Table 1. Production indicators and urban economic indicators of the two airports in Shanghai

1. EEmIAE iR ST A5 ER

Bt s 107 R w177 B w1 7] WEERAN Bk B

Bl RERILR s R anc0T wewle s st S A S0P

ISR O AGD D) %)

X1 Xz X3 A Y, Y3 Y4 Ys Ye
2010 7187.74 370.85 551,111 16,872.42 31,838 114.15 7139.96 9618.31 73,297
2011 7456.02 353.93 573,932 19,195.69 36,230 124.94 7959.69 11,111.06 81,772
2012 7870.89 336.80 596,662 20,101.33 40,188 127.8 7912.77 12,060.76 84,444
2013 8278.95 336.36 615,106 21,602.12 43,851 129.28 8027.77 13,445.07 89,444
2014 8965.90 361.38 655,430 23,567.7 47,710 124.26 8164.79 15,271.89 97,159
2015 9918.89 370.88 705,774 24,964.99 52,962 109.78 7940.69 16,914.52 103,363
2016 10,646.25 386.92 741,883 27,466.15 57,692 109.47 7994.34 19,362.34 113,511
2017 11,188.53 423.17 760,360 30,133.86 62,596 98.99 9251.4 20,783.47 124,606
2018 11,763.43 417.57 771,584 36,011.82 64,183 104.78 10,360.78 25,546.26 135,134
2019 12,179.13 405.78 784,774 38,155.32 69,442 103.88 10,299.16 27,752.28 157,421

H R A5 21 _E T3k 7 A AR A AR L2 2:

Table 2. Shanghai city development index weight value

2. EBEmARERNER
WXAEMEME  MEURRAY Horaldin Bl H =l

b (2.5%) TEREACD L) (L% Hie  NIGPPOD)
Y1 Yz Y3 YA Y5 YG
Fi 0.176 0.144 0.15 0.164 0.185 0.181

BRI R SR A AL 3:

Table 3. Comprehensive value of urban development
#=3 WHARGEHE
Wi i
23,788.44
26,775.97
28,157.37
30,129.17
32,786.9
35,177
38,596.71
42,248.09
46,480.63
52,047

W R SRR A E
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FIF SPSS JHEFTIFI 4117
Xi1 Xa1 Xa1 Y1
7187.74 370.85 551,111 23,788.44
7456.02 353.93 573,932 26,775.97
7870.89 336.8 596,662 28,157.37
8278.95 336.36 615,106 30,129.17
8965.9 361.38 655,430 32,786.9
9918.89 370.88 705,774 35,177
10,646.25 386.92 741,883 38,596.71
11,188.53 423.17 760,360 42,248.09
11,763.43 417.57 771,584 46,480.63
12,179.13 405.78 784,774 52,047
G
HRAHE
B R Ry R R P TT PRAEA SRR £ o
1 0.996" 0.991 0.987 1033.846089903095800

a. TR E: (W&E), Xai, X, Xu1

MA S EL R Al %, A R =0.996>0.8, R?=0.991>0.8, BRI RIHLA R RELT .

ANOVA?
TR A SFIr A H A Y5 F REME
ELE] 746444433.377 3 248814811.126 232.790 0.000°
1 B2 6413026.426 6 1068837.738
it 752857459.802 9

a. KA VY,
b. FALE: (WE), Xa» Xa» Xn

¢

Nl EET, BEMNP=0.000<0.05, #UFTEHENEASHTFE L.

CI

S
A R A i R -
et — — B
B b g%

(F & 34,947.837 10,636.960 3.286 0.017

1 X1 12.895 1.778 2.599 7.253 0.000
X —47.236 21.699 —-0.162 —2.177 0.072

Xa1 —0.155 0.035 -1.491 —4.440 0.004

a. KAE: VY,

RERB R EHITRE, BT BRI Tl B TR R R #E P =0.072>0.05, KHiZEE

AEA GRS, HOIRIZARE, BSR| R R T

N
Y,
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y = 34947.837 +12.895X,, —0.155X,

X, T LRI A BRI N Xo 207 LI P HLIRIE 2K ().
R, 2 4 TS0 CILIAR R i 20 R R 4

Table 4. Production indicators and urban economic indicators of Nanjing Lukou Airport
4. EARBREONGE = Ietr 5 H L5 ER

BmOMZR RO O BXAES MBUERAN H- B4 BT

BORGIE mmGE  RERK R wTRmlc e mi dwo o)
ON) () () Jt) A () (z7) (fz7) fH(127T)
2010 12,530,515 234,359 116,087 5010.36 28,312 142.02 2327.76 2540.57 62,593
2011 13,074,097 246,572.2 120,534 6145.52 35,918 163.61 2760.99 3220.91 75,785
2012 14,001,476 248,067.5 128,440 7201.57 36,322 184.64 3170.78 3846.15 88,525
2013 15,011,792 255,788.6 134,913 8011.78 39,881 204.64 3450.58 4356.56 98,011
2014 16,283,816 304,324.8 144,278 8820.75 42,568 223.96 3671.45 4925.34 107,545
2015 19,163,768 326,026.5 166,858 9720.77 46,104 232.39 3916.11 5572.27 118,171
2016 22,357,998 341,267.1 187,968 10,503.02 49,997 252.51 4117.2 6133.31 127,264
2017 25,822,936 374,214.9 209,394 11,7151 54,538 263.01 4454.87 6997.22 141,103
2018 28,581,546 365,054.4 20,849 12,820.40 59,329 273.42 4721.61 7825.37 152,886
2019 30,581,685 374,633.5 234,869 14,030.15 64,372 289.82 5040.86 8699.47 175,437.5
[ PRAS 2 (B )3 R0 T

y, =-501.242+0.01X,

Xy, Ftr DUk A B (N).
[FIEE, 5 E MERTHRHLIZ X T 285F (K 7 A -

Table 5. Production indicators and urban economic indicators of Hefei Xingiao Airport

% 5. BEEFTHIAE e iR ST & ER

W L LS WEJER Hok B B A

A T T Sy SN S 1 A T U T

PN H (3 m) ) B (T) Jt) Jt) (fzoe) (o)
2010 381.7051 3.1883 46,452 2702.5 19,051 132.6 1457.6 1112.3 47,391
2011 439.8739 3.8425 48,001 3636.61 22,459 208.2 2002.2 1426.2 48,359
2012 519.4178 4.2602 51,641 4164.34 25,434 229.05 2303.91 1631.38 54,997
2013 562.8013 3.9984 52,872 4672.91 28,083 247.21 2583.75 1841.95 61,397
2014 597.4599 4.6426 53,056 5157.97 29,348 257.63 2872.01 2028.33 67,021
2015 661.3111 5.1291 57,294 5660.27 31,989 263.43 3097.91 2298.93 72,661
2016 739.1998 5.8097 63,750 6274.3 34,852 270.2 3189.3 2814.8 79,734
2017 914.7128 6.3575 76,263 7213.45 37,972 272.75 3643.08 3297.62 90,564
2018 1111.0596 6.9787 89,005 7822.91 41,484 277.6 3612.3 3933.1 97,470
2019 1228.2384 8.7101 95,135 9409.40 45,404 291.86 3415.32 5702.22 115,623

() PEAS 2 [B 3 R0 T

y, =10672.994 +36.514 X,
X3 B F LIz IR E AR B ()
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2.3. WHH KB SHITHE FHEIR X RARTEE

AR AT B AR HUL SRR = A B EN = KA abR, AR R B 88 =7k 22 fa
ok, AT bR PRy 8 E)FIEE R B HE), MRS S IRAT F H AR AT
BB, BIEAREMET. BE. B’R. BHESS.

L Python @B SPSS £ JuZ L [FIA 73 M, %k = AN i AL e 7 A i B AR T O Jo b [ £ 06
RBATWEIC,  RBUIR B A7 B AR AR I 11T 22 57 A M iR K, AN X I B I R R 3. S K=
LI I = KAGhS A0S T 5 R SRR A S RO R o R 45 2 KA SR 7o, ZEARIN RN By
ER TGt R RS, HEMNARIREAFEEAT, REFLERI NS5t A BIEAHK KR,
BEAh, AW 250 R AP Fa b B AN R, EEEAR R LR AR 7 A, Bdn e P R B KR
Xt B IXIREETAT ORI, AT 5 B HE RIS B ety R AR 25 I ST B2, LI B %% 801
PMEIEA 7 O T

3. MXZFZH IR INIZE 5
3.1. A E

1928 4 3% [H K2 ) A7 (Cobb) A28 2 S TE A% 3.7 (Douglas) F 18 1l A -3 i b 26 7= R B, (a7
C-D AR, XAMMIR BN 57 5 8] 5% 28 B 73 O 5 A 7 200 7 R MR R 5 FH 7 i o
PO A7 - R LA 7 B B R 3
Y = AXPXJ2 - XD

Hort, X, (i=120,n) N5 i AEERAE, YEE, B (1=12-,0) BEE X 07, AR
BARBEL KT
R A -3 H A P2 R Y = AXAX 2 - X P 45
InY =InA+ g InX,+5,InX, +---+ B, InX,

WRIGH LI B WL 2 DA i IR, A LI 2 A i 3R LA 0.09 HBN S fr ik, P 2 Al
VER A it o AR SCE U R T« A AL R B i DX AR P BME (YY) E 7™ & HLIzAr i (Xy)
SRR RNBI R ST (OE) (Xo)» 35— I (G TT) (Xa) 28 =7 B (1L 7E) (Xa) 28 =7 k3
IEMZIT) (Xs)« A GDP(IT) (Xe) S ERAF NN E . LARSHEE T Ak ik, DRASADT TP i
R FEIRVE IR AT o K™ S AT [BUH, DRGSR AR B fEART T, AR
B BRI Tt

3.2. WHEALE

3.2.1. BiEtRHEN
ST REATEATARAE AL B BIE bR U AL B S R T dtk, A TS fabr 2 A B al tuik, A BRTEFRIG
B W FEAAEAR AT FREA AL B, R AR Sy —, I B E(X) =0 o SR E T H A 208

X =ﬂ
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3.22. HEAEERREXRY
THEFRHEAGJS RPN TR AR A A G /AL, 19 BIFHOC RBOERE R, n MBARIIY T ZHE . B
X310 X5 Xg

Xo11 Xp5 * X

X =

X110 X X

m1 Am2 " Amn

3.2.3. RS FHiHBRFL M

FRIAG — JEAG B e R T A P B R S = B R N R I, D427 R A P B R 2 AR S 2 ol
B, MK 2 . EARERL R —FhvE F I EdR A 7. 2 BAL et fpmala4s 1, itk
AL AL, A0 B RN 3 A R R AL R

AR RE, BEMSERE, R CERSHEARN I ZMY I 26K, HRRBIITEARN:

Xi1) Xg21 s X

1 Xop1 Xppsteey X

R= XX = 21 22‘ 2n
m-1

Xn1r Xag s Xog

3.3. SCIEST#R

3.3.1. EROoT
BN R LML A = Fe bR ST & UF FR bR in 4 6:

Table 6. Production index and urban economic index of Hangzhou Xiaoshan airport

= 6. MUNFILNIAE P e tn ST AR

BUMGLHL  BCHGRLAL  BTHGR L MR BEERA S B Bk Bm=E A
FEH iREAHE iRsEH EEER BEd{C BRIl ki B HEnfE GDP

BOIN) (T ) (K) JG) A(E) fa(zo) (1L (fzt) (o)
2010 1706.8585 28.3427 146,289 5945.82 30,035 207.96 2844.47 2893.39 68,340
2011 1751.2224 30.6243 149,480 7011.8 34,065 236.07 3322.15 3453.58 80,245
2012 1911.532 33.8371 166,340 7803.98 37,511 255.93 3626.88 3921.17 88,661
2013 2211.4103 36.8095 190,639 8343.52 39,310 265.42 3661.98 4416.12 94,341
2014 2552.5862 39.8558 213,268 9201.16 44,632 274.36 3858.9 5067.9 103,477
2015 2835.4435 42.4933 232,079 10,053.58 48,316 287.69 3910.6 5855.29 111,483
2016 3159.4959 48.7984 251,048 11,050.49 52,185 304.84 3977.39 6768.26 120,271
2017 3557.0411 58.9462 271,066 12,556 56,276 312 4387 7857 132,615
2018 3824.1630 64.0896 284,893 13,509.15 61,172 306 4572 8632 140,180
2019 4010.8405 69.0276 290,919 15,373.05 66,068 326 4875 10172 152,500

KH EVIEWS6.1 Xt B 4T s, anlel 1. 38 7 fios:

X6 X5 X4 X3 X2 X1
X6 1 0.99210776... 0.98368384... 0.96650832... 0.99840286... 0.99607849...
X5 0.99210776... 1 0.96657843... 0.93296831... 0.99365196... 0.99856189...
X4 0.98368384... 0.96657843... 1 0.95921373... 0.97614967... 0.97890355...
X3 0.96650832... 0.93296831... 0.95921373... 1 0.95744766... 0.94459271...
X2 0.99840286... 0.99365196... 0.97614967... 0.95744766... 1 0.99570311...
X1 0.99607849... 0.99856189... 0.97890355... 0.94459271... 0.99570311... 1

Figure 1. Eviews results-correlation between variables
[ 1. Eviews &R -T2 Z BRIHEX M
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Table 7. Correlation between variables
F=7. TEZEMNEXMN

X
Xs
Xa
X3
X2
X1

Xs

1
0.992108
0.983684
0.966508
0.998403
0.996078

Xs
0.992108
1
0.966578
0.932968
0.993652
0.998562

X4

0.983684
0.966578

1

0.959214
0.97615
0.978904

X3
0.966508
0.932968
0.959214

1
0.957448
0.944593

Xz
0.998403
0.993652

0.97615
0.957448
1
0.995703

X1
0.996078
0.998562
0.978904
0.944593
0.995703

1

MIE L ATBAEH, S/ MK RN 0.96, [HIEAR R 2 [AIfF7E 5 1) 2 AL vk, DR UEAS R BBt
B/ AT S U . AR EN LR IE R 2 M 2 B R ER, ERSETHEAR
AT DAY B 2 L2k, 1 FLAT DARRAR S . /D A R IR AR B AR, 45 RSN m SEFIUHERf o
DR, A SCI% 4% 3 B0 1B AV SR A AR s 1) ) 22 A R e e )

RH EVIEWS6.1 MR #EAT E o7t s 2. 1830 5 4 fik:

Eigenvalues: (Sum = 6, Average = 1)

Cumulative  Cumulative

Number Value Difference Proportion Value Proportion
1 5.880773 5.795891 0.9801 5.880773 0.9801
2 0.084881 0.055034 0.0141 5.965654 0.9943
3 0.029848 0.025689 0.0050 5.995502 0.9993
4 0.004158 0.003819 0.0007 5.999661 0.9999
5 0.000339 0.000339 0.0001 6.000000 1.0000
6 1.22E-09 - 0.0000 6.000000 1.0000
Eigenvectors (loadings):
Variable PC1 PC2 PC3 PC 4 PC5 PC6
X6 0.412164 -0.047842 0.094608 -0.251494 -0.869271 -0.001142
X5 0.408535 -0.437468 0.216255 0.451384 0.109919 0.615731
X4 0.407125 0.156400 -0.881119 -0.027026 0.096151 0.153106
X3 0.399833 0.814142 0.336824 0.223962 0.116623 0.009847
X2 0.411107 -0.157290 0.233362 -0.744525 0.444383 -1.10E-05
X1 0.410601 -0.307092 0.001885 0.357488 0.109381 -0.772875
Ordinary correlations:
| X6 X5 x4 X3 X2 el
X6 1.000000
X5 0.992108 1.000000
X4 0.983684 0.966578 1.000000
X3 0.966508 0.932968 0.959214 1.000000
X2 0.998403 0.993652 0.976150 0.957448 1.000000
X1 0.996078 0.998562 0.978904 0.944593 0.995703 1.000000
Figure 2. Eviews results-principal component analysis
& 2. Eviews £5R-FE L7 3T
Variable PC1 PC2 PC3 PC4 PC5 PC6
X 0.412164 —0.047842 0.094608 —0.251494 —0.869271 —-0.001142
Xs 0.408535 —0.437468 0.216255 0.451384 0.109919 0.615731
X4 0.407125 0.1564 —0.881119 —0.027026 0.096151 0.153106
X3 0.399833 0.814142 0.336824 0.223962 0.116623 0.009847
X, 0.411107 -0.15729 0.233362 —0.744525 0.444383 —1.10E-05
Xy 0.410601 —0.307092 0.001885 0.357488 0.109381 —0.772875

Ordinary correlations:

Figure 3. Principal component analysis coefficient

3. ERD AR

DOI: 10.12677/0jtt.2020.96056

471

N

SN


https://doi.org/10.12677/ojtt.2020.96056

B &

Scree Plot (Ordered Eigenvalues)

gL

T
1 2 3 4 5 6

Figure 4. Crushed stone diagram

4, AR

3.3.2. ERHEYI
K 2 AR B E R AT 20 B 3 TR BRI 25 3 98.01%, BB A — A F
HOEAGEETERREANELR, HFHBRESCRRL, FHERE —AE R ERiEmfatr. R
EVIEWS.1 1S H S F (R I7HE:
F =0.410601In X, +0.411107In X, +0.399833In X,
+0.407125In X, +0.408535In X +0.412164In X,

Dependent Variable: Y
Method: Least Squares
Date: 09/04/20 Time: 13:45
Sample: 2010 2020

Included observations: 10

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
X1 83.11869 110.9765 0.748976 0.5082
X2 -0.046392 0.033958  -1.366145 0.2653
X3 -98.89307 115.3471  -0.857352 0.4543
X4 -84.48571 111.0492  -0.760796 0.5021
X5 -83.52870 111.0987 -0.751842 0.5068
X6 0.138058 0.032008 4.313263 0.0230
C 1995.914 469.1892 4.253963 0.0238
R-squared 0.999071 Mean dependent var 2752.059
Adjusted R-squared 0.997213 S.D. dependent var 862.0122
S.E. of regression 4551111 Akaike info criterion 10.66982
Sum squared resid 6213.783 Schwarz criterion 10.88163
Log likelihood -46.34909 Hannan-Quinn criter. 10.43746
F-statistic 537.6251  Durbin-Watson stat 3.006576
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000124

[[AZE SRR F ABAEST EAGE BAER), BRI ER R RN, I HAMTAE B HAR
Je T3 ZENE, A UL AR g, S LT BB AR e v I B b o B SR R 15 B R A HR 5 T X (n=1---,6)
HNESNB @ CIVE VSR EVSE

InY =0.96In X, +0.046In X, +0.056In X, +0.045In X, +0.034In X, +0.15In X +1.676 R* =0.964
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Dependent Variable: Y
Method: Least Squares
Date: 09/04/20 Time: 13:42
Sample: 2010 2017

Included observations: 8

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.

F 0.050504 0.003663 13.78678 0.0000

C -676.9964 232.1282  -2.916477 0.0268
R-squared 0.969400 Mean dependent var 2460.699
Adjusted R-squared 0.964299 S.D. dependent var 683.9509
S.E. of regression 129.2297  Akaike info criterion 12.77338
Sum squared resid 100201.9 Schwarz criterion 12.79324
Log likelihood -49.09351 Hannan-Quinn criter. 12.63943
F-statistic 190.0753  Durbin-Watson stat 1.259411
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000009

3.33. EHELETM

N BRI FRAHER P, K TR ARG T R TIOUE . Wk 2017 AEERARN TR, 153
({E 9 7.97565, RZELE 3% LA, BLEAING TR RAF. RIS, ML EXIHLIZ &5 GDP [P A%
RO LLE W, Mg EmEE GDP L ER, midlsfrnt &g ins s GDP ik, X515
JiFERI SR — B

H R 7R (@) nT 0, y = 0.249, BN A 2N 1%, HN K GDP 284k A 0.249%, RI5H M R4
> ALt E: AGDP =1:0.249. [FIFE, FRATAT LAV H A M35 B ko0t 2 i 22 5% R R BT iR

FBE, iz AT SCR e s, RIS Ry

InY =0.821In X, +0.0141n X, +0.074In X, +0.06741n X, +0.0456In X, +0.353In X, +1.789 R* = 0.989

PARTSCE NE T EEE AR TN R, SKRAFEATTREN
InY =0.765In X, +0.432In X, +0.023In X,, +0.045In X, +0.02361In X, +0.36341n X +1.7833 R? = 0.8838

AT FE R FH AT - TEAK A A6 7R 32 O AT H i A e P A 7 R B EAT T A B

WAL RER, TWEANLFRBRIE, Y EEXIr @5 RKEHA — e, @ik
DR M, UEWT T T L0 5 28 B 1A R A A L DR 2 AR o Xt N TETIE R, AR
WUSHA GAFAE B, (BN 2 5% B stk SR A BRI R sh AR s A . BT 38 AiHL
BB JR AL IUNIR B LI 78 3 B A AL J 1A e R O T s B AR K R A B AT B AR JE SR A T
AT ORAE IR IE AN BEOEAE [RS8 7K - B HU RS L MR IR B . R SR 2 AH OG38 RSN R AT
B, DUBBOFERTWIZ E RE IR S . RIS E 2 E RTINS, KORIE 7 RE N XK
GBI SR ET]
4. K=AAELRS TSR
41 K=ANGREFENEES L REN

BEE K =M X ST ast AW R, LigpigWlE “TREL 7 , Bova RS . FE
R = Ay L DX (1 R T 2 B DX R e BB I T A TR ™, 3K — RSO ASE A VAT 58 ]
Yo LR IR 8] AL U LSS IS T ME—ORERE, 6T PR,
BEXEAN R B R IR B 2 A RTEAT S BT 5T B A 20 TR IR 51 20, JH A —FEIRR G . bR =FHl
RO RSk, DITLIR . WL ZBOb X AR I RS, EBRI&H “H ke HiR, 2k
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B &

K = A B B0 A S AE 58 S+ IMESC R [9]

X TR TAZ AR AN HOAL I il 2R B PR Lok U, FEAEAE 15 RMUE R SRR 3 e A R & b s
TR ZII S 8077, BRGNS A B SRR R . AT “PRE” YUk s, ERWnE
e AR i Zetily, ERaMHS B RS @ KRS R RE 2 R% R, RS EEHE 2K,
Rt — 2B S B IR NI [10] REN LI B BAA /DI g iR @R T A, FEEETHRGIEZ
IR AR, Heamd i BOR R RMIEFI— AR IR 55 KPR TE S 4 () BRI B OC &, d@id R 5| E 2 1)
W ARTE ALY, 2 R 2N A, 7870 R 5 BRI T AL A R %) 52 308 SRR B 22 % Rkt R s o
[11]s

4.2. XTF EBB=HNANTMN S 24

2020 47 10 1, REEHTHLIA IERK R B RAR AR, A40M PG bk, XL
LR TN A RV T EL 2 O Ay G e M BB BR[12]. ¢ RIS =L
BATETHIE. SEFRRIEN LY, B EE L, NI, AR ORI B
BT, WA BEBEHNG. A, R0 s, KRS RN a6, L
FE AL R 050 P P TP S, RN 23— 0 18]

SRR L () R BRI R RS DL R KB — R 7 i A RS B LI O 4 2
bho XETHHL . G EBRE AT T, 4000 5 AR “HUE BRGNS H1E “+ I BIMEEL,
SR SUHHUSE IR R U R TRAL. RN, ETAT L 2 2 s R IR B K A e
AT LUAE] 4900 7T AU L, BILIHEL, BRI A BRI H— KRN . AT, @ =
PR T R A L T 45 T M) e ) B T8 B 2 T 1],

SET L H, &2 E NP IRERIT AR IE R, PRSI E A, fis s Lk
Mk HmEERE B L 15 MM AT B IRE KT AR R B, i
B IEGE A EIYE, oA e ETERE TS A . P DAY A B RS, A
— A, TEIESCHTAT, LA Bk R S AU BRI, 0 e B gk A o
KA Z AT HBA LI IR R 4 AR 2R R [15].

5. B4

AICE S K =AY ELA, B il SEUMEAZ B BUREREA AT 0. EK =1
=AM RN S, s FIRTALER E ST B R AR, I SPSS B A2 i A =N
I = R FRARR XK TR AR S E ot o BEAE, 38 FIRTATSE RS Sz A 7 s 8808 T30 St AL
SRIBERIRAIRAT LT, a2 THIER, WK = MRS AT 7 WA 7E 1 AT 7347
RIGEE VPSR, W B EE =AU AT AN A, BRI TR = AL REE AT BRI T RO
T

S E ik
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