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E AT E A7 YA dit Fugazza and
Natale(1992)9) %WFALE AMH A& 9 [ima et
al.(1978)8] ZAdo] gle ASd o d¥4dH,
Bergmann and Qumeraci(2000)2} ti & oA 2] 4
HAE VR - EHs] BIE, $4 FETe
Zlo], 19 W37} FF oA HARE I} DA
DA UAEES #As T 7 & HNHE F 84
o AE TEsn o AFHE S8 AN
2 A& Aol 7} ot WAL S 2 A E4Y TR
Fdo mgol wet Aol7t A, HFH £ A
et WAy S Ao w3tz 2 ZA3
7t 2o {39 K& 9 A % F7H3
Aoy A& =yst 23 Joigoz Fud 4
£-3= Zhu and Chwang(2001)8] A g A} & 7
& vherat.
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