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<E 1> &¥7d 54

7 74 8 N U 74 HI8

o EE] 99 83.9

== o4 19 16.1

' 22 ~ 25 12 10.3

26 ~ 30 50 42.7

oy 31 ~ 3B 33 28.2

36 ~ 40 16 13.7

41 ~ 6 5.1

6 ~ 20 16 13.6

21 ~ 40 21 17.8

41 ~ 60 20 16.9
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81 ~ 100 17 14.4
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121 ~ 16 13.6

s 22 18.6
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A AL 16 13.6
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NE aEANS EEET] 36 305
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sic] Ly~ 34 28.8
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a2 R84 Boly B = ALS

YRMal o5 854 7.262E-02 107 115

HYdn sz 795 198 223 262

Yol 78 776 258 253 233

A A 547 640 198 246

2l B gs 166 880 120 ~7.847E-02

NG BNHE 345 149 837 119

AE bl 156 186 615 165
EERE 334 -.207 132 804

2 NZH A8 140 186 7.200E-02 908

<E 3> HAFAHEA BF 2dEH 2
s U2 XA 4]

s ML 685 441 297

Cyst 32 911 236 8.994E-02

= RS 180 823 249

HA HE 389 792 279

sy 308 79 284

RIS 101 261 907

E32 ox 216 289 873
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z8us gs4 | daAg As | syus gs5 Ny AF

724 3 0.8926 Ws 2 0.7566
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AN 2 0.7652
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T RE 2AWESLE 1489 HARG 4 LS, AN, DB FA4¥A F5 B
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GH =90 0.25 0.40 0.97

RMR <.08 0.45 0.24 0.027

NNF > 90 0.21 0.36 0.99

CFl >.90 0.21 0.46 1.00

¥2=125.51{dt=48, p=0.00)
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