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Abstract

The case particles “iZ” “T” and “# ” can all express the meaning of “location” and the distinction of
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their usage is a major difficulty in Japanese learning and teaching. In order to promote the acqui-
sition and teaching development of Japanese case auxiliaries, this paper is based on the “Beijing
Japanese Learners Diachronic Corpus (B-JAS)” by analyzing 11 compositions from freshmen to
seniors, this paper explores the development of Chinese learners’ acquisition of the locative parti-
cles “iZ” “T” and “% ".The results show that the order of frequency and usage of locative particles
is “i2” “T” “#”. The acquisition of locative particles lags behind. There were significant differ-
ences in the usage frequency and usage rate among the three groups in the five periods.
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1. 518

K B (A 2 H B AR NG 1 I B RRFIE 2 —, 1R — 1BV H 75 H 8 2 2 R BB TF 46 3N
1 HE 5 S M R b ) R A S Wi SR, BT RS iA R 2R, BAREAR R Bhidl &
INIE—IEVE IR G DL, R ) E AEAE F A Bhnl, LRI BA ML S SR Bk L35 5 r= A
i e DAEAR BRI W 58 (#R 1A) 1997, itk 2004b. JRA 2002)%£ 8, it HiEKFEfk, IE#4
B CUIERRIX /00 SO AT B <o “T7 “% 7 S0, ERIEGIE K, S8~ HiRE
32 B e 1 81 1) (2 2 0 T ARFE TR, >R BT %)

D) *FAE HAEAND & 20 T > T & L. (WIHRFEE, HRIA) 1997 [1])

Q) * RO (=&)EN TV B0, IHHSATY. (FHFEE, itk 2004b [2])

) *FADHT I (= TYRA N T oo (B4, P 2002 [3])

1 7 ks Bl A (1 45 FH 38 5 B0 T3 1m PR IR AN B E R AR 3 skt o T v [ 2 20 35 R 1 7%
A B Je RRAFAEIL A AR — s AR Bk LU e, I B 5 4417 J5 L2 A% W6 — > Bl 1] 11 4 N N [4]
(M7, 2008). 1)+ “FE2 7 MEEEIZNE, NMAEH “2” kKRR CHEAND & 407 X—IRASLIL)
Y. QA Q)M B 4G “w” BT, EDE T I8 HQ001)4H H i ) #F A E AL + 2
[S]iX —Bhial B 5kmg, Hl(2)rhzhial “2x <7 ARV, #INPEE )i RS VERET K 3% i 4
KB “ %7 SkER, MFEIEREHT “c” .« BIQXERMHA “T” R “Mihbh 3”7 X—3)
TEHEAT I . DA b =035 0 T 25 ) B R 4 37 B s B ] (R A8 RN, 22 Ak Bl ] 5 9 15 2 1] (R 5 1
KRAMFE IR A CRERE G FEEHEINRE, BN BB MAERKR, ST %3]
HERE, HWAARF BN BEAE A o T ‘%7 RGN, TR E 115
TERI R A4 5 H VB RS B i 248 S AR A R 2L

2. AFRIENIA “I2” “T” “&” BXIBWAR

HEDM g B “c” “c” “%7 WIS ARIE AN BT 5 w2, —REEY i)
W7 T a7 I R o) SRR 1) A AR R 2R [6], e H(2001). %I (2004a. b). ] ¢ &
R « FJI[(2013) 7 T > 7 7> « 7 A(2013) [7], —RREZAFEGFMEIIA “0” “T7 “%7 M
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SIEDBL, 7 N K- n—% — 4(2013) [8]. F(2018). DA NiAS L EHAH LA H(2001). F(2018)
BTN

16 [ (2001) 3% i1 (2004) 24 L2 > S AN BEE IO R2 M b, X3 g Bhia) “2” “¢ 7 2115316
DURIF A, (ERANX —RIRME I T —Baie, BRI H el <07 7 el R
5 44 17) B 5l 3R] [ 72 FA T (3R] B2 T SR [9] o (HUX — SRR B 2 2t il & Azt DLKRIRER R
Yy v 7 SCROMS B R “ & 7 f ST SLANART R B A . . (2018) M) =37 B A% Bl il ) S AU KR F 2R A,
i TR R AR A T A A AR H R 1 R S IR R s B Dy <o, FLRE “ T O
“% 7 [10].

I DA ESCHRIEIE, ASCRIL: (1) ZHW I Bhia <7« AR R, X prg i
“E7IAERHBILRIEANL; (2) BFERZWITRH MG sl s > & K2 — A B/ BOV &
St TR WA IR JF RS AR, TR BhIA] <27 T “% 7 DIl IE R R R AR S T
FRF24, X EE i A B i 2 P i 1A RE RO AT 5 Bt — P OF I o TR, ARHIF 0K 5 T 27 )
FH I ERVE B-JAS M SCIERIO AT R, BARERT i [ 2 20 % M3 m b B A~ Hl > 5l
e, Pk B o7 “T” a7 R DUR A BRI ?

3. ARFA&*
3.1. BRkIR

ARSCIEEL (b5 H B2 ) & i iR E (B-JAS)) fEAME Tt Bk, Bk 2 At 4E E K22 H
AZEREFE A Oy AC BRSO AN S 5 S 2 b A [ S ERE W 70 T3 R A B i H s 2
IR E[1L] (BREE . #R—F. d8H 2024), ZiERVERCEE AL RIRTE R 17 4 HigE A0
EIERVESCIE R, BERHER I 4 45, Hoat 4 2R, 6 ME, Refig RIS S # HiB IS M R
SEERL .

ZAERHE BA DU NRHE: (1) WUE T A —22 3138 WK — N s 2 KD B 4 4R (A B SiE kL, 4
[H] & 7 25 2 FAE AN R 7 ST W BTG 5 A8 FAFAE: (2) RN Wicss I TE A0 45 i P A SR R TE R, AT RLAAWL %2
AL FIEAR N 22 2 E E S = IGO0 ) AT H A& Z M, Wik, oM Euos . & Ui,
FEECE; (4) MA%E S AEN B HIERE RQO-CAT, SPOT)HS:, AT LR & SIS B %)%
W E BRI 51 SRR AR O (B) W4 2138 % S BNLEAT TR Z, v LA IUANE 250 B ¥ 213
UL, AR T 522 2] H A NF R AERT & B B I 8UR 2

3.2. iRl

VESCERHR MR 2 — SRR 22 T4, IR AR ] 2~3 Ik, BIRZ B IEI0IAR 17 11
A SCHUE o ASOREXTES 1 IRERII—R). 5 3 IRERIIRE ). 28 5 IR(EVRIRZIH) — IRAT) 35 7 IR (&
R HERIR) BB 9 IR(K 2 BN ARV SCHE - IX e o 1 K — SR (W10 =R 2 DU R (G
oW HiE AR BEW WA FE SIS B g BiE <o T “& 7 MR,
TH 9 AESGERIFRINEL “ 27 Rikgpra LARRBIR),  “ 27 A 10 S

MAESCIE R 2 B B R A B LK “2” 443 91, “T7 255 fil, “% 7 25 i, BT filfo
HIERHES 5 N7 IR “iRM” Ak, AWy “3RA7 1), ZREHBETTR. RIEGTHE
R, S HIERHEE G NI SOE WHEAT IR 732K

ASCAE ] SPSS25.0 X 5 YA ST H 37 Bk Bl FR) A A4 R L Afy Ak P LA T 5 B A o LB L Ty
ZENNTERVT 5 AR s Bl < ” “¢” “% 7 PEREMIERE.
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4. ETFHEERERNZARENR “I2” “T” “&” B[S
4.1. FFREENIAE AR M TR

ARICE RS IR BT B <07 “T7 “ &7 AR EET TR RS (AR 1). &
SRR I ik B i ) £ AR ot g BURARYCON <12 7 (5.25) “ T 7 (3.00) “ & 7 (0.29), Wit Bidl « &
A FARSUE Ao I Blyia] “02” B FIIRAESE O IRVESCh e, 55 1 AP iRfik. 32tk
Bhi] “¢” W FAERIESE 9 AE SO R, 1E58 1 MBSO B, STk B “ % 7 (i FH AR TE 3
5 AESCH iR E, TER 1 ORISR 7 AR ST it

Table 1. Descriptive statistics of the frequency of use of locative particles “[=” “T” “%&” in different acquisition stages

F* 1 BIBHEIAFAEENE (7 “T” “&” ERMEREA ST

#% Bhyinl S 34 NRE SFHME A Ea ] Pk %
%1k 17 1.82 6.9% 1.074

FIW 17 3.41 13.0% 2.874

) 5K 17 6.71 25.6% 3.350
- BT 17 4.41 16.8% 1.938
9 17 9.88 37.7% 4.386

Hit 85 5.25 100% 4.035

LW 17 1.29 8.6% 0.849

3 W 17 2.24 14.9% 1.678

5K 17 3.24 21.6% 2.016

N TR 17 3.94 26.3% 2.304
9w 17 4.29 28.6% 2.201

it 85 3.00 100% 2.149

B 17 0.06 4% 0.243

3 17 0.24 16% 0.562

5K 17 0.88 60% 0.993

¢ BT 17 0.06 4% 0.243
HOW 17 0.24 16% 0.562

Bt 85 0.29 100 0.651

MELE I B s e “ac” “¢” “&7 BRI 1)eTkEn, SR <7 f
“E7 MR EBIE DT A B 20 B 0L AR, T BhiA T S AR A A A ST B
R TSR T 38 0

NTHARF GBS BIE <7 “c” “%” MR, AX0HLL 5 RAIESCH I
B “w” 7“7 PSR NEAR R, ST SRR AN BT E 0. AR 72 S A
il (G 2), BENMH0.000, HTREMpPp<0.05 KILESHGZHEBRGERS, X7 255 RS 8
Je(T2)far e 4t R AT WSS .
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Figure 1. Proportion of use of locative particles “IZ” “T” “%” for each acquisition stage
1. FIEMEAEENR “I2” “T” “%&” BiERALA)

Table 2. Test of homogeneity of variance
2. FEFTMHRIELEER

R HHHE 1 HHE 2 T

(2 7.755 4 80 0.000
3.505 4 80 0.011

11.217 4 80 0.000

Table 3. Variance analysis results of locative particles “[C” “T” “%&”

3. IETARENIA) “I27 4T Y%7 FESHER

A R H 75 F WEN
i 669.812 4 167.453 19.192 0.000
T 103.882 4 25.971 7.313 0.000
z 7.882 4 1971 5.678 0.000

JFES S R BRI 3), SRERTHMEE . AN EE o “T” %7 I
BRI A B

PR 2 5 LIRS SR 25 SR (L 32 4), 58 1 IRAESCH 37 Bk Bhia) .o 74 P AR 2 KT 58 5 IR (p < 0.05).
557 W(p < 0.05)F1% 9 1K (p < 0.05), &5 3 IRAE LIz AITas Bhir] “ 1 i f FI A% B K T35 5 1R(p < 0.05)
FIZ 9 W(p < 0.05), 2 7 WAESCIAFTREBIRE 2 ” B FAIR EEK T 5 9 IR(p < 0.05). 28 1 K55 3
W B3 7T RVAKE 5 IR 7 IR 28 9 AESCH A TR B« ” B AR E B3 2 7.

AR SIS B B ks Bhid] ¢ 7 B AR (1) 2 B LA 36 45 R oR (056 5), 28 1 IRAESChig Ttk
Bia] “” Bl AR BEEKT55 5 R(p < 0.05). 55 7 IR(p < 0.05)F1% 9 X (p < 0.05), 2 3 KIESCH
PR BR “ 7 B TIRR B T4 9 R(p < 0.05). £ 1 REH 3. B3I XGHE 5K, 7R
S5 WEH T IR H 9 KAECHI AT B “ T AR E R .
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Table 4. A multiple comparison test of the use of locative particle “[Z” at different acquisition stages
4. BIAEMEIAEENIR “1C” FREANSELREINER

95% & 15 [X [f]

X A5 & (Oling:! (I)F A FEUEZEE~]) FrUEET % WEM
TRR TR
53K -1.588 0.744 0.370 -3.92 0.75
5 -4.882" 0.853 0.000 -7.58 -2.19
R
BT -2.588" 0.538 0.001 —4.24 -0.94
9w -8.059" 1.095 0.000 -11.55 -4.57
1R 1.588 0.744 0.370 -0.75 3.92
\ 5% -3.294* 1.070 0.042 -6.52 -0.07
3 .
TR -1.000 0.841 0.939 -3.55 1.55
9K —-6.471" 1.272 0.000 -10.34 -2.60
1 4.882" 0.853 0.000 2.19 7.58
3w 3.294" 1.070 0.042 0.07 6.52
I 5K
7R 2.294 0.939 0.197 -0.58 5.17
59K -3.176 1.338 0.218 -7.22 0.87
1K 2.588" 0.538 0.001 0.94 4.24
" 53K 1.000 0.841 0.939 -1.55 355
BT
5% -2.294 0.939 0.197 -5.17 0.58
9K -5.471* 1.163 0.001 -9.09 -1.86
1 8.059" 1.095 0.000 457 11.55
3K 6.471" 1.272 0.000 2.60 10.34
FIW .
5K 3.176 1.338 0.218 -0.87 7.22
BT 5.471" 1.163 0.001 1.86 9.09

*, SPIE A 2 KT 0.05,

Table 5. A multiple comparison test of the use of locative particle “T” at different acquisition stages

5. BIFMERAAIEENE “T” ERABANSELBKRIEER

95% . {7 X [A]

R A 5 (OLEgiE! () HA SEEE 2 E (1) FRifERS R BEM

RR LR
B3I -0.941 0.456 0.402 -2.35 0.47
. H5K -1.941* 0.531 0.014 -3.60 -0.29

1R
TR —2.647" 0.596 0.002 —4.52 -0.78
9K -3.000 0.572 0.000 -4.79 -1.21

-(,\

1K 0.941 0.456 0.402 -0.47 2.35
5K -1.000 0.636 0.740 -2.92 0.92

H3W
TR -1.706 0.691 0.180 -3.80 0.39
59K -2.059" 0.671 0.045 -4.09 -0.03
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F1R 1.941* 0.531 0.014 0.29 3.60
. ¥ 3 1.000 0.636 0.740 -0.92 2.92
ﬂg 5 (j_( o

BT -0.706 0.743 0.986 -2.94 1.53

oW -1.059 0.724 0.811 -3.24 1.12

1R 2.647" 0.596 0.002 0.78 452
e %3 1.706 0.691 0.180 -0.39 3.80

5K 0.706 0.743 0.986 -153 2.94

FIW -0.353 0.773 1.000 -2.68 1.97

F1IR 3.000 0.572 0.000 1.21 479
- 53w 2.059" 0.671 0.045 0.03 4.09
- RY¢ )

%5 1.059 0.724 0.811 -1.12 3.24

FETR 0.353 0.773 1.000 -1.97 2.68

*, P A K 23 P KF5 0.05.

Table 6. A multiple comparison test of the use of locative particle “%  at different acquisition stages

6. BIFMERAIRENE “2” ERABANSELBRRIEER

95% F. 1 X [A]

R4 & [Oling:i (9B 34 FIME ZAE (1)) PrRiEAE R TEM
TBR LR
3 -0.176 0.149 0.942 —-0.64 0.29
L 5K -0.824* 0.248 0.037 -1.61 -0.03
Eﬁ 1 {j_'\ Parant v
BT 0.000 0.083 1.000 -0.25 0.25
#ow -0.176 0.149 0.942 -0.64 0.29
1K 0.176 0.149 0.942 -0.29 0.64
N H5IK ~0.647 0.277 0.244 -1.50 0.20
ﬂ% 3 {j_( Parand v
7R 0.176 0.149 0.942 -0.29 0.64
59K 0.000 0.193 1.000 -0.58 0.58
1K 0.824" 0.248 0.037 0.03 1.61
- 3R 0.647 0.277 0.244 -0.20 1.50
& LR/ O .
7R 0.824 0.248 0.037 0.03 1.61
R4 0.647 0.277 0.244 -0.20 1.50
1K 0.000 0.083 1.000 -0.25 0.25
- 53K -0.176 0.149 0.942 -0.64 0.29
wTR R
5K -0.824 0.248 0.037 -1.61 -0.03
9Kk -0.176 0.149 0.942 -0.64 0.29
1R 0.176 0.149 0.942 -0.29 0.64
53K 0.000 0.193 1.000 -0.58 0.58
%9 N
5K -0.647 0.277 0.244 -1.50 0.20
TR 0.176 0.149 0.942 -0.29 0.64
* SEYE ZEE I 535 KA 0.05.
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FERA

AN I 1SR B3 B Bl < % 7 4 B AR (1) 22 S LU RO 36 45 R o (W35 6), 58 1 IRAE S g ks
Al “ &7 B R T 5 5 R(p < 0.05), % 5 IRVESCh kg Bhia “ & 7 M AR B E LT
HTR(P<005). FLXREHE3 7. 9k, HI3IXEHSE, 7. 9. HESXEHEIX., HTXEHEIX
VESCH 3 fTA Bhin] “ % 7 MERAR LR EZ R .

4.2. SZETHREBNIAIEME AMBNTLESR

HUCHS SIEM Bk Bhia <27 “T” “&7 WIEMERSRIMT T RS (g 7).
SRR, PSR R IE B RS IR “i” (3.84). “T” (2.58). “#% 7 (0.19), Ptk HiA
U7 BRI R RS . TR A 07 “T7 IEFRESE 9O WIESCR R, TR 1 IRIESCh R
fiKo 28 5 AESCh ik e “ %7 BIERZEE, 51k, 383k, 8 7 IAECh IEH K.

Table 7. Descriptive statistics of the frequency of correct usage of locative particles “(Z” “T” “%” in different acquisition

ggés%ﬂ%mﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁmmﬂ “Iz7 T Y%7 EREMERMLT
1% Bhyin] i =1 FHME P 22
1R 17 1.00 0.500
%3 17 2.65 2.448
3 551K 17 4.88 2571
- BT 17 2.71 1.759
9w 17 7.94 3.092
it 85 3.84 3.265
LK 17 1.29 0.849
%3 17 2.00 1.500
- H5K 17 2.65 1.766
T 17 3.41 2.123
9w 17 3.53 1.663
it 85 2.58 1.809
FLIW 17 0.06 0.243
3 17 0.06 0.243
. 5K 17 0.53 0.717
BT 17 0.06 0.243
oW 17 0.24 0.562
Bt 85 0.19 0.475

MEEXSIGH B B “o 7“7 “& 7 BIEA B (A 2)wl L, ks B “ T )
LA EEBIERE H 15 SIS AR FETZHE N, Ta i B “o” A “ 27 IERLEIZ2 0 7 —A> diig 2
R RIS IR . HETTRESE o T2 ST B BORHERE , S 1 AR A% B R 2% A T ks B a4 Y B )
%, BRI A,

ISP B 07 “T “ &7 IERERET T EA (R 8), AIREIRERNIRE
TR kg Bia] “” “T” “&7 WIEHENRLEA R EEZER.
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Figure 2. Proportion of correct usage of locative particles “[Z” “T” “%” for each acquisition stage

E 2. &IEMEZREENIR “2” “T” “&” WIERH

W -Hﬂ IHHH I l—ﬂ

Table 8. Variance analysis results of locative particles “[C” “T” “%&”

8. IETARENIA “I7 4T Y%7 FESHER

B 5 B HE %75 F E
iz 487.576 4 121.894 23.894 0.000
T 60.988 4 15.247 5.706 0.000
& 2.871 4 0.718 3.562 0.010

Table 9. A multiple comparison test of the correct usage of locative particle “IZ” at different acquisition stages
2 9. EIEMEIAFAIEENA ‘I ERENZELRKIRER

. o 95% & {5 [X [H]
R4 & (i3 (3)IF 34 SFEMEZE-)) FrRUERT 5% e

TR EFR

3 ~1.647 0.606 0.135 -3.59 0.29

e 1 ¥ 5K -3.882" 0.635 0.000 -5.92 -1.85

Eﬁ 1 {j_( Paran v *

OB ~1.706 0.444 0.011 -3.11 -0.30

9 -6.941" 0.760 0.000 -9.38 ~4.50

51K 1.647 0.606 0.135 -0.29 3.59

e o %5k -2.235 0.861 0.133 -4.82 0.35
H3W s

TR ~0.059 0.731 1.000 -2.27 2.16

59K ~5.294" 0.956 0.000 -8.18 -2.41

51K 3.882" 0.635 0.000 1.85 5.92

e %3k 2.235 0.861 0.133 -0.35 4.82
i 55K o

TR 2.176 0.756 0.072 -0.12 4.47

59 ~3.059" 0.975 0.037 -6.00 -0.12

51K 1.706" 0.444 0.011 0.30 3.11

e - %3k 0.059 0.731 1.000 -2.16 2.27
BT L

551K -2.176 0.756 0.072 —4.47 0.12

59 ~5.235" 0.863 0.000 -7.88 -2.59

FLX 6.941" 0.760 0.000 4.50 9.38

e 3K 5.294" 0.956 0.000 241 8.18

mow *
5K 3.059 0.975 0.037 0.12 6.00
B TIR 5.235" 0.863 0.000 2.59 7.88
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AN I A3 B3 Bias Bl a2 IIE B B 2 5 RS 30 45 B oR (W13 9), 5 1 IRVESCHhIm ks Bh
i iz IEAEEEM TS 5 K(p<0.05). 57 XK(P<0.05). %9 X(P<0.05), F3IX. F5K. A7
UAESCR I kg Bial “ 7 MIEH RT3 9 R(p < 0.05). % 1 5% 3. 2 3 IS5 5. 7k,
55 WS T RAESCh I Tk Bhie <7 MIERELEE ER .

ANF I 1GB B AT BlAl « 7 [ IE A = 2 LG I 45 SR Bon (N 10), 5 1 AE XI5 PTkE
Wi “¢” FIEAZEEEMK TS 7 K(p < 0.05). 59 K(p <0.05), %3 WEHHER. 7K. 59 WME
X Tk BhiA “T7 MIERELEEER. 5 REH 7 IR 59 KIEChIg T “ ¢ KIEH
BEREER. B7TREE I XKMECHgE “c” MIEHERLEEZER.

Table 10. A multiple comparison test of the correct usage of locative particle “T” at different acquisition stages

= 10. BIBMERIAMEENIE “T7 EMENSELLRREER

95% & {5 [X [H]

PR (34 3y 34 FEMEZE (1) PRAEERR B

THR LR
3 -0.706 0.418 0.665 -1.99 0.58
5 -1.353 0.475 0.087 -2.82 0.12
LK
E ¢ -2.118" 0.555 0.010 -3.85 -0.38
59K -2.235" 0.453 0.000 -3.63 -0.84
91w 0.706 0.418 0.665 -0.58 1.99
5K -0.647 0.562 0.950 -2.34 1.05
B3
BT -1.412 0.630 0.285 -3.32 0.50
9K -1.529 0.543 0.080 -3.16 0.10
1w 1.353 0.475 0.087 -0.12 2.82
53K 0.647 0.562 0.950 -1.05 2.34
T FE5IK
ETIX -0.765 0.670 0.952 -2.78 1.25
9K -0.882 0.588 0.787 -2.65 0.89
1R 2.118" 0.555 0.010 0.38 3.85
3w 1.412 0.630 0.285 —-0.50 3.32
TR
5K 0.765 0.670 0.952 -1.25 2.78
59K -0.118 0.654 1.000 -2.09 1.86
1K 2.235" 0.453 0.000 0.84 3.63
3 1.529 0.543 0.080 -0.10 3.16
oW
5K 0.882 0.588 0.787 -0.89 2.65
TR 0.118 0.654 1.000 -1.86 2.09

ANIE] SIAR I Bz i ] « & 7 IR IE RN 2 S LU RO IR 45 R R (32 11), 5 IRAESCH 5 ks B in]
“&7 MIEMRELEEER.
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Table 11. A multiple comparison test of the correct usage of locative particle “ % at different acquisition stages
i 11, EIBEMEAFIEIE “%2” ERAEMZELLERTRER

i 95% E {5 [X 8]
RAZE ()W QO CFBMEEE0~)  ARrEER v

TRR TR
553K 0.000 0.083 1.000 -0.25 0.25
" 5 -0.471 0.184 0.173 -1.05 0.11
1R
TR 0.000 0.083 1.000 -0.25 0.25
9K -0.176 0.149 0.942 -0.64 0.29
1R 0.000 0.083 1.000 -0.25 0.25
5 -0.471 0.184 0.173 -1.05 0.11
w3l
7R 0.000 0.083 1.000 -0.25 0.25
9K -0.176 0.149 0.942 -0.64 0.29
1K 0.471 0.184 0.173 -0.11 1.05
3k 0.471 0.184 0.173 -0.11 1.05
% H5 -
TR 0.471 0.184 0.173 -0.11 1.05
9K 0.294 0.221 0.883 -0.37 0.96
1K 0.000 0.083 1.000 -0.25 0.25
- 53K 0.000 0.083 1.000 -0.25 0.25
Eﬁ 7 {j_’\ o v
5K -0.471 0.184 0.173 -1.05 0.11
9w -0.176 0.149 0.942 -0.64 0.29
1K 0.176 0.149 0.942 -0.29 0.64
53K 0.176 0.149 0.942 -0.29 0.64
HEOW
5 -0.294 0.221 0.883 -0.96 0.37
TR 0.176 0.149 0.942 -0.29 0.64

5. WM BEHFHNETR

WRIEZNE RGHIE, B HEESHRBAR DRI, BATE Y WA REER, “X
AN BHERATE T WEAIAY, BEBAUREE” [12] (Z227 2011). FERBIR A ST IR 2t . Jy st o [F 24 5
F P BE ) IR R RIS, AT DO HiBHCA Rt — S 5 0.

(—) BN E & RLEARE HAREFBRE AR, WpGEE “AE” 5 HE Bk B R R R
H 1537 Bk Bim) Z A1 DX 50, 260RE rp 2 BS 0o6S 2% =) 5 e LUK 23 A Bhie] R D) Be EAT A A7

(=) BOMTE U A Bl OB VRIS, SRS BRI T B ARLE, 8B sk, [, W
ANREN T 7B URAE, 47 PR DO (0 06 S5 1A R ARRE HEAS Bl Al . o, ROZST OB SRR “18” 535 0m#% Bh
W7 T R A ST EAI R, AR TN I S A R, AR R R ST Bl
2%, IR B AR R R B AR

(Z) TEBCHIEINBEM S 0T, FR TR 4R 5 2] F 7RG 5 MU0 R 3R I (0 3 R A, *AH
SR FRY 3 FH 0 B R X P P 5

(0) #8 A HEN R ERICDOE, BB RERRERRAE R, EAKM R B HAriE
HIHR.
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6. &iE

AR Pt 22 21 TERLEE 73 1 v B H B2 293 K — 20K DY 4 4R 1A 5 A SCiskl, sk E H
W I EHEAFE B B ks B <27 “T” ‘a7 PR EHT TS SSRE, 1) B
FE 7 BEAR ey, FLRRE T, BRJESRE &7 5 (2) I Fk Bl A A AR AR A
HARZEVEZES: (3) WrkkIhia “o” MM R, Hkg “T”, ez ‘2”7, “&7 A/
R R R R (4) TN Pk Bhia] 15 R AR B B E = 5

A d K iz 27 21 3 B ) s I8 27 21 3 5 s B A (K 7= S 0L . (BN 5 8¢ 1 RSB RY
PP AR OL, BN BARIR I SE B TT A, ANRESE 22 2138 SIS IS, A 50 i A
e VB ERE 8 A% Bl i A A I AR it — 2D 5 52
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