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Abstract

To address the shortage of electric vehicle charging stations, the paper proposes a site selection
method integrating multi-source geospatial data and machine learning. First, the central urban area
of Zhengzhou is gridded, and 7 types of POI with significant synergistic effects on the distribution of
charging stations are screened out from the 2025 POI data through a multi-stage statistical analysis.
Then, the SHAP method is applied to interpret the feature contribution of each POI type in the deci-
sion tree model and conduct spatial synergy analysis. A spatial diffusion model is constructed to
evaluate and rank the comprehensive scores of candidate sites from the perspective of spatial
neighborhoods. Finally, a hierarchical site selection strategy is formulated, and 297 valid candidate
sites are selected from 1440 grids, covering both bustling and non-bustling areas, providing data-
driven decision support for the planning of urban electric vehicle charging infrastructure.
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FERTBEIRVE R PR BT RSN, MBI B R A BT oS8 I 78
F Rt it 1E AT A B 5 S R R S B SR A R B AR, R AR B B R R A R
551 HSee skt F, AARFOZESHEE - NZRR. ZHENTITESR. A SR KRBT
HGN =AW R R B AR AL A -

H—, BETHRGEN PR . Aguilar ZE[2]50 87 7 BN ETL T AR e S8 B E
BRVE L AR AR B DR IAFESE R, IR RETE L S5 U SR A 2 A EOR T B LR R
NRGHIREE S THT; FTEMWSEBIU LRGBS e ah Al i i As e At B b, 8 id e B Rt i g
RGUSLPHIEIRA | P erigah, BRI TR R ENE S, T ST - B - W
ARG R HUAL S - Deng S [4]145 6 75 8 TE 1 W 45 5 0 FL I RO RE RO, 606 A2 S8 75 R 19 RIS e /IvE
Xt S, SEEL T AZIE ML S B RGP RDLAL: R KSR A 1 - SOE R AR,
LR A5 IETE R PR SZIE TR L 70 F it HE DA IS 1) St s A B A2 LR, Sl 3752 B 5 T R A P [ I A
BUfle H=, BEZHENRE SR I E M. Gonul SE[6]HEH 1 —Fhsh& 2l k3 ITE S K
KA BT e b I HESE, RATINBUINE R & B 5N, WA E . ARE 155N 1%
HEAENIBEATBCEE 73 s Tang SF[71R0EE T 2 HARGEHERRY, B 1R RN /MU BB A (L3, B 5iaE
2 HYSE) A I R A P 96 R (W B 3wl 1) 5 HEBA I T80 o

AR, 7R RAE A BRI SCIBE BB SR AL, SRR DX 7R I A e B B AR A
g, A2 B E 1L X R 50 . 140, Soczowka S5 [8]K Ik 4% 4 5 17 Kl 73 e84~ K Sy 300 oK
RIS TATE PR, FEIEAGEREE NI G, HERRE— M — AR I A 78100, Sflik
1 A A 23 A B O R, R A 1AL HE e SR SR AP bk . Zhou S5 [O]RHF 7E X 48k 73 il i
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1k (RRI DU A, LEAEAS W PR HE 23T e R IX ) 78 FL AR SR, 57 1 BB ASE4UL 22 b 70 M AT M IR R SREABE AR,
SE PR RE 40 Ak I BT 1 70 R A A A K

SR, DA AT TR AR e 2 b . BB—, EREREZ ERN B RS, R
KIS A R A S R R SRS (A OCHe; 3, Z2RET TR THFESHEELE, HREMEZM T HT
B AS 2 AE FL o Il B A BA B S DRI 1 25 (R AR EAE Y, AT D RS i 0 A 7 vk SR R, 36
=, BUBA WU I IR R IE X A5k 76 e il el Bk = B E R, S R BRI T S B RS
HBEER BT RRERBAERESG. X EIRAE, ARSCMCUT =AN D AT 0 e oodE . 86—, LA
= 2 (Mutual Information, M1). 27+ (Lift) &% P {8 (P-Value) A% 0 Giit-Fabx, o HuF 22 45 rp 1 % 80 45 (Points
of interest, POIZEAT FiE S e, R OR BE 5 70 ik 2 [A) 43 A0 % DA 0% Hodd W38 I iE 28, 38—, 4
Fa SHE I — Y5 A A0 s D AR P 2 TR B A A, IS ) AR A AR VA e Bk S P 255 19 0 R HET s 2B =
B TAF5r IX (A1) 7 LUARAE, A — oy B bl 7 vk, TEAR S PRI i 23 B IX S bk 75 oR A S ity e A 7
BUX SRS AR ST 1, R GEMEFE T 78 s e b RO o P 5 4R SR A S R A FE

2. #iEabE
2.1. ARXEBESHIER

2.1.1. HREXEHR

R Hh AL o L AR BRI, R SR A SRR R R I [ SR T, R TR IR 1 1 AR
R H, MMM X ER T am BRI PG, ITBWI . SR XA mExa, Hi3%
WMER, HEN AT TREERS, 078 W A i AT R % B . IR R A B K T T R oK
DRI, SBT3 K 3R X VR R T 0 5, AN Bl v 00 v 4 5 30 X 7 v ALt 6 TR RRAAE I
RPN T He At BT Ty A E 4 Hopb b T AR G AT . ATHES ORI A6 S Sei kAR, XHESh 48 BT REVE
PR S 70 F SRR I R R R BT R S AR S A

2.1.2. BRI ESE

B BT CE 644 POl R4 A 2 AN RS« TP, VRZEMRS . NS IR — 230, it
— B NET T WE LPoR, B0 POLEHEERM, LK. K4ESEEEE, K5 A
H 85 A 35 B DIAF 96 1 2% SR Hh B SR 5 R A H B AL AR 1) A1 [10]. 3RHX Shapefile SCA-A% =i 7 44 1T L
XK R EHIR G, K FEN ArcGIS W, dd 7 B B A 7 FR IR X 1 FNE L, R L 1
km [O] ALK RI 73 1440 DA N TG . dl I 2 [RERE SR N S N %28 POI I #E, DU
AR B 78 HE R o0 B AR SR SR AR R, (T e i 5 X A AR e AT e hk 4 BT

Table 1. Examples of POI by category and their associated information

F 1. £%5 POl RAEXIEREH

ZHRR() X35 — I TR lon_wgs84 lat wgs84
ErRx —+tX B % (food) I 113.640086 34.651821
PEREVE R X —tKX A5 44 i (tourism) X 113.58942 34.613915
W IR B R X 44 (shopping) T 113.560834 34.810287
HOEE HE X A1k (education) FYILAL 113.498546 34.811633
B &KX MRS (service)  IRZEFRI M 113.802736 34.815737
AR SKIX TRZE4E1E(fix) REHE 113.633467 34.769105

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2025.1412518 415 N H it e


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2025.1412518

TR, B

8k
RRRE HFX R4 (sale) REHE 113.64334 34.86784
FEHEMX HHFX {£ 5 X (living) FEX 113.618927 34.871276
SEARUETRAETE BRI HETE R4 (life) HETEIRS T 113.765026 34.744536
A6 T8RP EWEEX  BUFHL (government)  AREIEHLIA 113.663899 34.754356
FEI 17 75 Ll —tKX 78 HiL ¥k (charging) 7o s 113.636116 34.662418
2.2. FHEHRE

R — AR I 5 12 S R AR GV R0 IR 5 78 sl A AERRE RIRIK POL. H 5k, RHAEAAES
B R I BAR R TP RIE. SR)5, FIHIRTHE R AR R X R T At AT IR VA, 4520 B
FE R TR e B BB IR 130 P[RS POLe e, SRR TS RAE A G T 2 25 A 06X i ik S Bk
ATARBERIN, PPAS LI 2 (19 SCIPAR 2R 75 FT e I BE LR 2 B DR S5 28 i L PR TR S i L iy SR IB iR P2
it fafert.

221 MPMHE—ETEREZEMI)
HA5 B&YET Claude Shannon [11]7F 1948 4E#¢ i {5 B, W iPl i —MNE &5 15— M EEA
i PO A 20 A A B ) (A ELAR 56 R o 5 T B AR i, LB B L (XY IS A R
P(x.y)
1(X:Y)= P(x,y)log————
D)= B 2 POO05 G y)
Hi P(x,y) WER X 5Y MEBAMRS 0, P(X) R P(y) 23D GMER A . A8 506 78 HLs POI
I A RABENLAS B Y, A 252850 POI I AR AN BEATLAS &8 X | BT ik POI 5 78 HL ik POL 2 1] (1)
HAZBEWE 1 AR, AT, AFEZEHR POI 578 B A J5) R S Bk o P A7 (0 B 38 22 o P, ZEE IR SS
FURSSAUEE X H ML 135 B, RIS 5 70 Bl i 2 ) LM fe o, SSEBrfsR e Em & . 4
T AR 55 VBRI IR 55 (R RH S H o 2 70 25 7E 78 PS5 IR B0 AT R . AR IS B £ 2 H i, XN

AR5 (life)

H RS (food)
FEEIX (living)

Ji4%) (shopping)
BHAUE (education)
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EUFHLE (government)
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Figure 1. Ml scores between various POI categories and charging station layout
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X T R RSN R, LR T R Bk hk iz O R R WY, RO FE %%
Frid i e 5 | ZE AR A I TR) 45 B, 5 70 LT 5 (RO RE () 7 O AHICIT, DRI s o 7 RS A 5 1D B 2 70 4
Mo MEZN, BURHUG RGBS, TIRZESEE . IREGEEM X & RS 25K T 0.075, XK
P AR 2By T AR IR Seth s i MR 78 viAT RS, Hoe AT N 2 R 45 & Fofl = 2 AT H IR A1

Brib 2 Ah, R A4 EDX B A A Rt 22719 PR 00 a0 H o 78 B AT D 0 i S R ME UG . KR M1 4553
He%, ik BT 7 4> POI 285 (life, food, living, shopping, education, service, government)/E o4 4E,
TS 70 H ik 75 SR I 5 i AR A A T

2.2.2. XELBE S—ETRAE(Lift)

W HAE R 7 POl G, AHE— B HERR I B URE B H BT BB LSS B AR E Y POIL, 5
NPT 5 Gt B B AR AT 58 AR A0S 1k, AW N G SR A — AN AR 0 e L T e ) 5
SRR o TR T ORI 4, TEASCE 5t F T RAE2E POI 5 7 B sl 2 (A1 GRS &
FoE SUNTE CAIAZIE R B sl A FIZRAE T, S — MR 280 B LM %A MER 5 B 7EATA X3 B 5t
g 1) LA -

P(B|A)
P(B)

Lift(A B)=

2 Lift=1 0, ZFAMEMSL, Lift>1 R ZFHAAEIEAR, BB GR . XFiEE ) 7 28
POl AT 7317, 45 R 2 From o BG4 BEX R T 1, GESE eI ]S 78 Ha s A7 AE TR 1] G K . e,
TR MRS AR R I B B AT R 1 DTG, TR A 1 T A ] 12 A 14 7 WL PR R 5 AV ) i
Be MAEX SRS NZ AR, WRIH R ISR

223 it BEMEW—ET P E(P-Value)

SRT, SRTHEEAE AT RESZBENLIEENRE M, Tk X KRB BRA SR 3. ot i, A5 P
EREATE R, R EIRSCHERIARMEIANE . P EATE A2 TR (I TS it 5 H AR POI LT R) AL
ARENE. — MR/ P (0 P < 0.05) SRS AT S0 At i by [5) OB AE REALR 00 T~ ARk A, AT AR
Z TR A SC RIS SEVEIR Bt T 0l ISt HIESE[12]. T RRSE POL 578 sl Rk PAE S
7 AR P ARSI T HE LR ZNAKCT . X PR UM R I GeTE BAS AR TR, IR g
FIRHRTFEE IR B AR R 22 S B TR Rt 7 B E & i SRR

Table 2. Results of MI, Lift and P-Value
=2 HER, RAESEEMHSHER

FFs el HAZE $ETHE BT
1 life 0.216 1.180 0.0
2 food 0.193 1.286 0.0
3 living 0.181 1.294 0.0
4 shopping 0.180 1.181 0.0
5 education 0.177 1.303 0.0
6 service 0.175 1.433 0.0
7 government 0.132 1.278 0.0
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RAZE

LRERTIES PR ITER, IR IS BTN 7 28 POI N R BERFIE . 1X— ™A% ) i e i
P2, 1540 T RFIESE, AR B R TRN 75 5 SR PE A% O POI R3S, KL J5 I RFE SRR A E A RZ DN
BENT —Er B 5 0

3. RERINES 7

PR S — PP L) R MESRIONLES 2 ST BVE, IR RO RE FE BRI S AN Al RS A e A7 0 24,
MNTTTAA o 2 El BT AR A (18] ZEVTAL L2840 FERE AL, 5 BB AP AR B A AT, ARG HIHER R 48
PRK e E R, O HA RSP AR S4B 2 HEE I 3 F[14]. AEARET, IEFEARCE 7R HEN)
Lt 43.6%, TFEARCEFEHEE) L 56.4%, fA7E— @ APATYE, DR R 5230 TAEREIE (Receiver
Operating Characteristic, ROC) it £k F I (AUC)E iz L vEAlifE bR . AUC BT E & ROC 4k Fiifik &
o AR IIVERE, FLE Bk, ARSI 5 7 F il 55 AN 15 78 FhLamh A% 1) 4 e DR, JE A AUC > 0.8 B
R BAGRTF I HI A RE F1[14]. 15 H AUC-ROC PFA P S BE 15 B8 4 THT 14 At b iy i L A0 AP 1 404
FHIZEETERE, WA ORABIEYLE SERR S A A R S T S
3.1 IRRHERIGE

BRI DUREIE 1) 7 28 PO HRAEAE RSN, TN IX U2 AFE R r . DL 80% 1 il 54, 20%1E N
MR BB AT R 5y, R 2 3 DLOR R I 57RE A LU/ I SR AR i — Bk . SR FH A
RS 5 P18 SCIEXT YL S (1) B S E 0 AT RGN, 18 FHE H T AIAT 7 500 FL 2 3UE N
WS . BAENRESHAEGRH: BRMIRER N 4, W5 s/ NMEARSCH 10, T 2T

B /AMEARKCH 30, HBNHEEIE GBI M AR, SR AR DR 78 H Sl 20 A s -5 50 0 21 0 AN P 18 )
ZERINT
ROC Curve
109/— RoC (AUC = 0.814)
—=- Random il
0.8
E 0.6
'_
0.2 1
0.070}3 02 0.4 06 08 10

False Positive Rate

Figure 2. ROC curve of the decision tree model (AUC = 0.814)
2. RERIHERIE ROC BiZk(AUC = 0.814)

(1) Wk 2 PR, AUCIEZE] 0.814, KU BA MR HIARMGES), REBARIX & e s 5 A5 78
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R I XA (2) BEXF & 78 F sl IESE MM, BEAYE FL 2080 0.72, KERI 0.70, A HIZ 0.75, fELRIE
BB R NFEIN 4R T A BT, 2P IRE T AR LRk b I . X OISR
FEHLEEAT R K POI R ZRARAE 7 EW . AT MIWREREZE, D)5 SeRI ] SHAP 3EATHRF AL vk L b 42 it
T T HE AR B

3.2. SHAP 43#fr

HEALAN[E] POI 5150 78 B Wit A Jey v 0 A 5k, R FH SHAP (SHapley Additive exPlanations)J/;
TEXFYNZR T8 U SRS AT 22 R R BV VP4l . — AN IR SHAP (E R IHZFFIEAE L R Tl e 31 1 1
WAESIER, R, BN H= 2 T s8R . AT PSR 8 [ 7 (1 9 B RFIE 2, SHAP
PRHE T B AR AR %2

3.2.1. REWIH

AR IR E MR (] 3(2)) R M, AT RS VRZERSS  BHECCAR R A =4 I EE B ME . AHELZ R,
X SEURNAN SHAP EEET%F, BRI ENTIA 715 18555 R RE T X s 7
HAT NI T AN T AL, 17 SURT ATLAG) 0 R0 A P 36 2 2 3t I 5k = R 8 PO 3 DA A R 3 I A L TR SR T
HAFHETTIR 770045 (B 3(0)) e, AETEARSS B4 Jmy B By, {H SHAP {H) 2 A TIE A X ], RIPH
VERI 7 M IR 2 ok, RIS A7 R ARk 5 40 ) 70 B 75 SR T E AL, JLRRAERE A ) B 2 3 (137 5Lt
Mo T SRS SHAP 8 H /A5 T 1540, $RIONFE M IERIRSIR 1. M2 N, FEBX
HBUFHUR T SHAP B 5% AL T REMIT, 1558, FRTTRRRFE.

(a) Global Feature Importance (b) SHAP Value Distribution

food [ ‘g] ot ﬂgh 3
[P
education 00 et R
service :? 'B‘i‘?" [ R ETE

0.232 § . TR 4, &

lfe oot 43 R I SR

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 -0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
mean(|SHAP value|) SHAP value (impact on model output)

Figure 3. Model interpretation with SHAP
3. ET SHAP RUIEBIfRTE

3.2.2. BENESH

NIERNERMFES-ZE PO X 78 HL 75 SR I sema bl SO P38 ok e R AR FE AR SS  IRZE IR AR}
FOC A e — B 2] SHAP MO B HEAT 2 [ B A 0. P 4() W1, A00EIRS: SRR (5] U Y g4k, 7
/N 5 ITTER N f1, 7E 50~150 AR N TTIRERK, BRIk TR, HAERBNEIR RS %
SEXIRE N . B AD)ERM, REMRSK SHAP RSB Inm8: BTt EERBCCEBE R =T
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XA IR SE A, B A IR M AS FLAN o 6] 4(c) R, RHBCCAL I BR stk IF AR B i 1, %0
IRT 20 I, e SHAP (B 9, RUIIL RO AN B 5] 7y TifE 20~80 X APy, HIE [ H]
W, HAEATE RS AR IRILE L, e th TR b A ) B 24k

R HICR L AL (1) A0S IRST BRI EE L) 50~150 A, I e ey, HHLIE
T ARG I 55 78 R X 35 (2) VR4 RSSO IE ) RUNEAE R BOCAL B 4R XU B 2 48 58, — FAZAE T [R]
RN (3) BHEACCHAEE HHRN A 2, HILIEFAE IR AT IR 55 5 = A XA o

(a) SHAP Scatter Plot for life 16 (b) SHAP Scatter Plot for service (c) SHAP Scatter Plot for education

LI

SHAP value for
education

150 200 250 300 20 40 6
life service education

Figure 4. SHAP-based analysis of interaction effects among the Top 3 features
& 4. BT SHAP Y Top 3 45IEZ B MR 47

3.3. X ENE

NMPRERE PP AL, BATRE 3@ BE T I — LA B, BRfRERE D RCE RS, AA R
KA FEMARIRFAEA ARG . W 3 P, (EE SBUFHILEHI-F) SHAP (H#E1E T2, FRUIFHA R i
T EPAPRTTRRAN 2 o X — G AR R, EATE IS RHIEAE [X 73 78 L 75 SR 0 I sl = A 25040 5 e
71, MAERS . IR RSS . RO RE R & DR RS S i3l K78 2 4 T R mT e A
FEHAT N EIREEPIRIE R R T, (R R B35 R R stk (0 72K POI, SErh R BAT WIHf 2 i) POI
KH,

Table 3. Relative weight results

3. EMNELSR

g el SHAP 8 AHK AL H#E

1 life 0.232161 0.6122

2 service 0.047645 0.1256

3 education 0.047197 0.1245

4 food 0.038907 0.1026

5 shopping 0.013325 0.0351 -

6 living 0.000000 0.0000 BAEE
7 government 0.000000 0.0000 HAEE

4, &k S HEF BOgb R R
4.1. FE¥ MR iR

4.1.1. SPERGHE
P GEIR R S VPG 7 i MR B — AR R, 3 DU TR SQIBR A . e RO — JR B, St — il
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FPERS, R

2 (AR NI PR AR o iSO CUREBIE TR X3k 7 1440 ANIAKTY 1 km (4 R, FEIEIER 1o
HAMKICN Q> Hhi=12,--, mFBREITHRINAT), j=12,--,n RARKRETKIIG), Bk
AL B U 5 iR XEREMIIE g, » & CHARI T .

—RIERARARARIR: N (1 5) ={(i-1 }).(i+LJ).(i, j-1). (i, j+1)}

TSR N, (1 5)={(i-1 j-1).(i-1 j+1),(i+1, j-1),(i+1, j+1)} -

I- Self

I - Primary Neighbor (1°)

|:| - Secondary Neighbor (2°)

Figure 5. Schematic diagram of various levels of neighborhood
E 5 SRABErEE

4.12. B RGE
WAL K 25 POL, 4 k BAEFIRS g iR n®) o NI RIS 5. & UMK g, E &
By NN EATE POI A=A, Bl

< ()
S, =;a)k N

YUY PR B SR B v, 2 ) S 0 PO AR A0 P o P 5 3t TR 0 52 AR O, 0 0 A S ) S 0N o L
B, IR AR BN RS IR ik, S ORI SRS A9 N
S, j=S,;+05 > s,,+025 > s
(P.a)em(i.1) (P.a)eNa(i.j)
Horfr, 0.5 R P — AR TTHR >4 50%, 0.25 Fos T A AR TTHR 7 4] 25%.
4.2. MRS THERF

TE 58 BT A% ORGP 43 i o S0 B e v 2 1 70 R ) DX A, DR B RS 812 AN 55 7 FL bl R TR0
X % PR HE A5 7 A BV AT 25 B P HES . 6] 6 JBoR T s L AR AR 4y A A g O, 13 m T
200 73 IASAY 5 S EL 2T 4.56%, 1A 63.3% M43 KT 25 70 JRE IR LUK 4 X I Y ik = 70 L 2
i, (HHEAERBEFREX, MESKIREMNE.

4.3. 57 RIELUEIRER

BEXTAS R S5 AR AL T R AP AL B2 57, FBBAE GO e 7 (B A B — LR R A e, S — o 2T
E TS AL B HEN o 70 S ) 7 SR B R DX R [T SR 55762 i FX) 350167 P 5 1 5 DX b 7R 75 5K
BRI 4 o, 3453 297 Mghb it sl LA AT 50 4 IX IRt se @ s, BAkuniE 7 pr
zi
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Figure 6. Score distribution of grids without charging stations
6. TFREBIEMIENIET 2
Table 4. Hierarchical site selection strategy
4. SRIENRRG
el PG 3 SR JR A A %L
1 [200, 700) Eog§87d AR T L IX 37
2 [25, 200) VLA 50% 7 555 30 4 R A Xk 131
3 [0, 25) HEBLHT 25% AR B2 5 129

7h, " Candi
Black Stars: Top 50 | Red Stars: Other Selected Sites

Y Top 50 Candidates (No Station)
Y Other Selected Sites
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34.90
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8
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Figure 7. Distribution of candidate sites for charging stations in Zhengzhou
main urban area
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5. &g

HAREE R

(1) RBIHER ST BN POL, BIAIG RS BIKIRS . X 9. RH#ECcib.
REMRS SBURNIA: TR RS SRR 4 R 5 03 00K

(2) #E7x T POl 520 78 G Hk 1) = ROCERALH . AR vE S5 ok 208 U BUih4k, 7E 50~150 4=
X A&, FF5RERSTE BN IRERS SR Z AR B E W RN BHECUIRF|
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Table S1. Longitude and latitude coordinates and information of priority sites

Sl MAERBRSEFELIFRER

Fe PR A% AL A 249y lon_wgs84 lat wgs84
1 23 19 690.26 113.659341 34.746613
2 24 19 632.68 113.668324 34.746613
3 23 22 542.31 113.659341 34.768754
4 28 22 530.27 113.704257 34.768754
5 22 21 488.39 113.650358 34.761375
6 30 20 478.00 113.722223 34.753994
7 23 18 476.63 113.659341 34.739232
8 22 19 473.61 113.650358 34.746613
9 25 19 461.14 113.677308 34.746613
10 24 18 445.31 113.668324 34739232
11 25 21 433.94 113.677308 34761375
12 20 18 429.10 113.632392 34.739232
13 24 22 414.24 113.668324 34.768754
14 21 24 404.97 113.641375 34.783511
15 11 28 374.67 113.551543 34.813018
16 23 25 373.82 113.659341 34.790889
17 32 19 368.04 113.740190 34.746613
18 30 18 366.35 113.722223 34.739232
19 23 24 364.42 113.659341 34.783511
20 23 17 334.67 113.659341 34.731849
21 2225 318.05 113.650358 34.790889
22 27 25 315.36 113.695274 34.790889
23 10_28 309.47 113.542560 34.813018
24 24 29 305.91 113.668324 34.820393
25 27 17 302.76 113.695274 34.731849
26 28 24 298.76 113.704257 34.783511
27 2019 286.68 113.632392 34.746613
28 30 23 274.24 113.722223 34.776133
29 3218 249.14 113.740190 34.739232
30 30 24 245.88 113.722223 34.783511
31 25 13 245.18 113.677308 34.702314
32 2023 234.36 113.632392 34.776133
33 10_26 229.08 113.542560 34.798266
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34 22 12 219.66 113.650358 34.694928
35 19 23 209.12 113.623409 34776133
36 35 24 209.11 113.767139 34.783511
37 24 31 207.89 113.668324 34.835141
38 24 11 190.97 113.668324 34.687542
39 23 32 174.21 113.659341 34.842514
40 34 24 172.64 113.758156 34783511
41 22 32 169.06 113.650358 34.842514
42 36_22 168.22 113.776122 34.768754
43 7.28 162.54 113.515611 34.813018
44 18 30 159.74 113.614426 34.827768
45 9 28 157.01 113.533577 34.813018
46 19 10 156.58 113.623409 34.680155
47 13 28 156.55 113.569510 34.813018
48 3223 155.91 113.740190 34.776133
49 36_21 149.98 113.776122 34.761375
50 36_19 145.84 113.776122 34.746613
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