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BIHZRE THILICEE - T, MEFFEOEEINC X D EKREENSEEIM L TV 5 (Muggah, 2015). ZhRA 72K KR 24T 5
720120, HokMEEtER I OFDY 27 23T A2 MNERH D, AHFZEIL, LT T ERIC T 5 oKz 59
HWEBREDOHETIEABET L EEHNETS.
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2. FiE

FALH Tyl I mAE A3 160, 000 km* TV, FETE=FHIZKEWERTH SH. HELKIZE Y 1000 {#T
PLEDZRIREFHERINELT TV D, RFFETIE, RIENO 41 i OMEFIMHEICE 2 7 — % 2 P EFHEE (P E
AR BLOETHOESBFHENOIEL, = bu v —EE2 AV CHIBIEOFHEZ1T- 72

MEgg R E I WD S U CiE, BEEAFZE (Samuel &, 2015 ; Wang, 2016 ; Hu, 2013) Z#&&(12 L C, AHFE Y
R EOBURIIEEE, FHiLFRR EORENIRE, 70 NNCERZR EOfSMEE2Mmt Lz (F D). filianhz
AR U CTHHBI T I K OVERG 0T 24TV, MEstEREICH W DRI A 8 E L. = hr e —iE2 AW T,
UFOR) ~DIZ Lo TTF —FDIFERILEToIct, K@) ~@WIZkoT=r brbe—%2REL, XG)IZE-T
HAEFHETD.

= Xij—minj{Xij} (1)
Y max]-{X,-j}—minj{Xij}

= maxj-{Xi]-}—Xij (2)
Y max]-{X,-j}—minj{Xij}

ZIZTXE I TOREE § 0T — &, x i IEHELEOME, EORERSH L LEEZLNHHEIEITN1) T, ADKEN
HDHEZEZOLNDHEIEITN Q) CEELRT S, EELLEREIXQBLO@WEHWT=Y heE—%2HET 5.

Zij = x5/ Xim1 Xij 3)
1
ej = —mZﬁle anij (4)

T CZy IR i ST AR, ol R j 0= br =, mETORTHS. RGIFENEROT
VMY KRR O ER & TS,

1%
W] - Z;."=11—ej <5)

ZZTwHERE ] OFEA, ni3HEREOKRTH L. Wiz, K62k v, thafy, BFEHD, 20 GBI TBE Y
2o, EAEMT TS ARSI e L.
FVI = 37, xjw; (6)
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B 2\ HE Lo Magste iz, X SICHEsstE DR RER AR~ 7. K2 KV, RFRER BN K E VIGHTIC
MEgsPE D EVBHETICER LTV D, X3 X0, IR O Tl RS, i CIIBORTTEI R ER 23,
FALES IR F 0 70 ZER DS MEFIME O I R BEIR & Il S 7z
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A () Eo s 0.042
: = T HPEEE (%) | [EUEITEL [ 0.045
ADEBE (N/km) AO#ME (% e ypm—
BHEE 0 KEAK O [mesan o0 P ek | 008
BEGE (%) HIRERKedp (fE5E) < ofpeorle
il (%) AERTH (o) HE (% I+ FaR 0.181school degree
#E (%) FERM Go) e
HEEE R (%) EHBEERE () RO (6 | EaiTi | 0082
i LA GE) RIRSHE (%) AEBRTHOD [ [BaiE | 0129
= BEREEE (km/kni) #EHEE (%) W (%) L FsaiTEr | 0.013)
Pk#ES (m/h)  ABAOKE (%) - Soid
RO <y MK — AN Dgdp ()  [oURNE D PR
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