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BB EHAARLREN AP RGTRRELE, 25X TREME > RATHRRE XK
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ZAEH 00 P R BUT 5 52 F8 38 9 1 J7 BURF 25017 I B
Ly [a] b g B K AR 2 AH 5 Y W BSR4
$ 75 BOR » ZR 6 H 58 OB 43 2 LI BUOBURE . Bahl &
Linn(1994) 3\ “ W B 73 AN 7 6 21 L 52 RIICA 55
J7 i (AL 1 F il .7 Bardhan (2002) A 4 I B 43 #¢
Je B AN 32 H 22 HE B 23 AL, Wetzel (2001) I Xy
WA B U — R 25 PR ] o A 358 BOR 18] 53 4% 4 73
VAR WSS 2K T B ST A 7 I BB 3 A T L
e WA B 7 b GOBR )T  BURF R A e AR I
T 2 I AU e SC 55 78 BURF & 58 N #E 4T 0 TR i
P o LU 22 46 45 M 75 BOUR AR S5 I I B ST 58
SR HARHA Z B 1 02 B B 28 TEAE D5 B
JEAS I TE S FAHBIL] AL 2 8 ] R R LR
BB A . e — AR LAY bRl 2 £ i R
BERCR AP BT R U EARAS AR R BRI .

WA i 3 AUV 57 Ml T SBORF — R 19 W4 B AR A2

il s DT A A T b 5 SRR ST A A5 ) A DX IR 4 A
TR A B R RN A At A N IR S, T R B
YR BC B %k % (Ngeni & Chalam, 2016), Perez-Se-
bastian & Raveh(2015) 3§ Hi I B 43 5038k & 7 # X
(i) %) o WA B o 3 5 PR AR B AL 2 ) % U F = b IX
g W 75 5% 4 e 3R B N AT ) AR R S IR Y
ARWC e . HS0, 00 T W0 B 43 A 5 B8 R L B 0RO R
() PR A B A% 8 O BB o3 A B vh g A A ORI . 58
2857 2 K Tiebout MICA LS Y4B 12 ) (1956)
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Pt 2 7 Bk A TG R B TR 55 o S I 35
FE i DT R ) R D e DT B R TS IR Ak
o CHTHREEHR WA s R EET A 2 XA 3,
FIIR 55 1) i - 5 e SR AT 8 RS 32 0 28 ORI S BT 77 2B 1Y
Wb 75 BT RE 8 Sz ke I A A 45 5 b 07 BOUR AR 9% By
BRI M5 B L M R AT HARE L A X R RO A
I AP T BRI B SR (Oates, 1993) . fH g%
3¢ W By BRSOk MR LU JLAS TRDEE (1) 4 2R
75 BOR B LA I p e 26 7 A T2 il P S BOUR AR
i s 7 BURE ) 3 5 42 BR b e BORF 9 2R T AN 2 AR
I b 7 Je B )i e R SRS DS (2) 2R TR
5 R JEE VS TE BE 1 by 0 AT 45 o] 45 PR U AT
AR N ERAT B RS W8 B 43 AN S B 5 WL 48 5 A
2 G, A 3 AT IRIC S TR, (3) N BUARZEH
() 25 S o W BB 3 A 25 ikl 2 28 T 1 o JE 3 B0 B2 i
ik, AT BE M £k b X 9 F& & (Bird &. Vaillancourt,
1999) , BT LA b 5t B LA K X % G2 W0 1B 4 A 3L s di
B2 i, 58 ARV B AR N s T A B T R R
J1 B 3 T 38 0 e SR A 8 W08 B0 A B 3 A a5 I
1717 2 >R BB 7] SR et o D IBJl 400 #9018 11 I BB 23 A Y
PR S B 5 AR B AU R B L 2
VeRCR IS5 & 1 BUR ) 19 58 5 5 A A4S 45 58 A 58
G, A7 57 8l ) R AR AL T T R 58 A b D
T Hb 5 BUR A R TR BRGS0 B R B AL
LT & .

224 H L I B 73 A5 5% 95 TG ' AR 1 O &R AK
REFARFATNE R POR B Z — . A KRB &
FWRLESENMRC L HBIRA = EH TS
NILJ5 T RETE T HESE S T AN Y i

—WMESNEmMEREENENER SN

W 3 AR s D R A DA A PR B ) 22
EN” s —TJ7 TR 5L T B SRR R 5 B S5E h
BT Z2FE AT 55« 55 00 4 v B NC B AR e
DRl S B AL 2 fm A fe KAk XTI Samadi et al
(2013) 4% Hh W B ALAE VR 245 00 T 2 — A5 A 1Y
R AR A RS AP TBL. J—TJr i,
T B M £ 19 25 B 07 BOUR R B )38 SR A £5 A
RAE . 5 B J7 BOR AT O S 4k BEUR IC R AT .
Huang(2009) A 75 B 9 2 HARPLRE S5 T H:
Fr R AL A HE T B B9 B R Ak OF 48 5 B0

J5 BURAT R S A i 32 U A AR T b e 5 4 D7 BURE [R]
KR E A IS B IR AU SC 55 1 AR | 3 ) BURE
W BOR A PR A . B2 GBS 2 24 3 56 T W B0y
A Wi 5 5 A8 0 A DG SOk e B I BB A3 A 3
B3 Ik 5 e by WA B S A A T AR R R A
U C AR JEAT A= M PR R AR AN (] 8 SO A - RN
M 69 R 5

(—)REF

WA SR S 5 A AN A B e T BRI
PREL T BRS04 7 ] RIS B, OB 2 i 2
TR BN WA AU T My S A R AL A
T Hby D7 R R A X B i G 9 8 2% R 25 L S
PGP A LI B . Faguet(2004) 5 T3 F) 48 37 1 BF
G+ R BRI B3 KRE 6 D L T BORE BE 4 1 i A2 S
RXF I AN JJ IRt 55 Aok . et KL
TR R 2 Ak I N kT v [ R AR AT T
3 AR T B < kI Y O BB AN Y R Al 2 X
T3 8 IS S5 7 A 5 L A I B AR KA R
TR I B AR 4518 (Grisorio & Prota,2015)

L XTHFMAGEMAL R T @, 7K
IF 0 — V% 3l LA B S A 00 0 BB R 2 R R
WOF BB St A2 I B0 A P T 24 B SR ik b s BB A
A5 AN Fa R0 1) I B A R ) F BB S Y . Montin-
ola et al(1995) TA Sy WA B 43 A 52 B 1 XoF b 5 J0F BB #)
RO S8R 249 R ol by 7 BB TR B IV IR 5 1) AT R
& 37E 5 BORE B 4 3 7R A7 2 3R 0 L . Martin-
ezvasquez & McNab(2003) 38 Hi I B3 AL K T
Ti WAL B AL 5T T M 7 BOR BT S A it g
T g Iy i fl 17 BRI . Noor(2013) HIk A
b A 3 KA ) 4, T BORE 35 I W OB DL e
ey i R s Je 55 B 3

2. ALK T M A ER G @, HOFBIFXTF
AR KR DX PN I BB I EL A M Y SR A BR
A5 1, 75 BORF B9 W0 B3 S A S8 T TR JRE B 1 45 g
B A By N [ R 25 A5 WS I 32 v 9 BUR Y 735
Aty . Fiva(2005) 5% FH W BB o3 AR A 2 1 18 4>
2V A RS K 4141 (OECD) i 5t 72 1979 — 2000
A [H] 1 IV B AL 4, TA A WO B3 AR R b T BB
JAF P18 OV BB S RS ks 1 HAR B . Malicka (2016)
& i A WO [ AR e B B Be 1 S8 AT 1 W B AL
5, 2 AR SR A P S BURG B CE B s R
S Ak Hb D7 ORI TR A, S B e g AR 4 1 3 T LA
J BRI A E . Sow & Razafimahela(2015) %
FHBEBLETY 20 BT 4R 0 1 W 8o B0 2 3 iz 55 43t 25
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RIS o BIF G 25 R 3 W 0 O3 AL A TE R SE 1Y)
FAFT A REHR o LI 55 BEan S0, o s S 19 2%
8 A G = AN D7 T A B T BB AR AR IR LR
i 1) JOF S 53 AR B8 R 78 53 1) W OB WSOAS T T

3. AR M X ) ROMEST o @, o A i
G A 3875 EAORE I8 B S 25 44, A E b IXC 1) T e R
5 A AR T My BOUR 1] 5 35 DL R S 4 T g 0k i B
TR L E . Denis(1991) $ H B9 “ & P B Ui
IR o 1 5 ERORE 8] 5 5 X8 T BROURF S H 0 5% e AR R
/NIRRT e BORE X B WA T 8 B TR B LA B v
e U e B S AN 4 3 07 BOR 9 3L =2l A Kovari-
ansi(2009) 35 Hi W B3 BUE A5 v g BORF SR 38 77 B
JIF 1) % 4 A PR b URT 9 8 T TR O A i e
R ) % 4 SRR 5 30 000 3t J7 B 4 824 b s B A D
UF AT IR TC IR A 7 i B A M 55 itk 4
(ERST AT S T R P N 1 R O
Kyriacou et al(2016) 3 T X} 23 P& 4 441 E % i
FEA B AT W, S AR W B 3 A e A v, 3 7 1B
A TR] 4 B 5 4 5 A ) T B AR DX B0 AR A 25 7
JE 4/ b X ] 22 5

4 BRER T BFAEF TR T, TE2E
FAELBOR M2 TF R 8 R 50T i 5 AL 0 B
S AU A RO AT HE 2 R T A SRR T A T
B FEMRTE 1 2 L BOA AL 216 B A5 T T )
fE /1 (Moges, 2013), Arikan (2004) 3% F] H1 J5 B
JR AN A O R AT Y e TR LA K 38 5 B
18 )22 G 5 A5 AR T IBOHS B A% B T 125 DN T BB 3 AROK
- 5 SRR Y A B W BT AR AR T M T BUR Y
JE WORR L B 1 My A SRR T R AR RE L LR T
JRICE . W B A — D7 AR T 1 Oy UM 5 B B
ToF B RE 3 o A28 b D7 BORE A1 I AR LI ik 47 ¢ DR
Bo B, 3 = 2 sk 25 (Helmi-Gunawan, 2016) ; 5 —
5 T o AR A Hb 7 IBORT B bl AR % e R S iR
55+ SR 4 v 5 AR R AR g 2 0 G R B R
%% }1 (Rodriguez-Pose &. Ezcurra,2010),

(Z)iER =

AN D2 F N R W B3 AL BT b 5 BUR 0 B S
A5G S Al A T B R R A A R B
AR W0 53 BORE BURE 32 H HRASE BLA 171 18] 5% 1) (Bren-
nan & Buchanan,1980), Tarigan(2003) i\ it i
I3RS — 5 BE A 1 A 9% 5 TC ' 2 e Y UG K
R AE AT LAY E B2 W0 B A A i 55 it 4 B B
BER AR,

L ey BOR ey A A R K. 0 BUA BUE AL
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T T BUR R E A IR T K By
BN WO B S A Sy ke 8 ) T AR R T 0L
SRR # J5 BOURE I B RIPEAT S B A B
JERAE Y SRS R AL I R T IR B 5
“ A RRBUN WL ME LU BR BN BR B8 2 LA S A 21
Hu 7 PR 3 SCRRAT @ W AT S & RS . Rodriguez-
Pose et al(2009) il 58 & B, W0 B o0 AL 5 75 ok s
R LAl A0 B AR Bl = S HE S AR 2 T 3 5 28 4 P Dl
FU S K TR G H MK P S TR AN AR 4%
X Badrudin (2013) 3 52 % W B3 AL B8 AR S i
22V RIAL S AR R 22 ) 09 O R AT I AR R LIV
B3 KRS B8 A 3 H 1Y) 52 Wil S8 355 5 9 A S M R 28 5 4
K Gt S AR 5 e OF AN . G AR EUR AN RE A AL
R BT JE B L LA R 45 2 5 1], BUR B D1 23 1 #%
BRI E TAR T A S0 H, W o 5 AT
WY LT R AR m I, ZAX BOF RHE R T AR
BRI TR 5 A S B B SR 55 it
T E AN WS AN R 55k 25 AR 22 R ik L X[
s He e 55 A AN Y- Al 55 7] /8 ( Treisman , 2006)

2. FBIFAIAEZNAAA RN, “HHERF
A 30 AR N BUR R 25 B O O Ja R B A ] SO0
A 5 1 #] 25 (Sato, 2003), 4 Ti » Enikolopov &
Zhuravskaya(2007) I\ 7 i = $b J7 B 9] 55 19 1§
BT W B3 ASCHT R 1Y 1 5 8 T VA S T 45 B 5
SO B B W H J5 OR A 2 SO B R AT R £ 4 A
(PRSI R . W B B 2k 14 o v B S R i 42
VeI AR AR BAR AR W hi sh & 05 P R AT |
P e Aol 1Y Az 7 AR B PR C A% (Chen, 2009)
Siano et al(2016) 3 it W 5 0 B 43 AR X3 24 4 52
HH PRSI S e B s 28 % O IR DX IR BURS R T BL 2%
FXATHE

.HMFHAHMB L R R L, A¥EIN
R 5 AR TR 4 5 BOR S H A 3 AU b S B S
HE S B O 2 S 0 B0 AR ST 18 3 43 AR AU A T
by Ty R S b AR A > R e 4 A 9 o 2 SR IR
55 S (v B B SR R L e R ) A
Hu A R T M 7 BOURE R S 3R AT A
JRAETIC (Borge et al,2014) . BEAh, M 3l 245 78 32k /Y 71
F AR W B3 K 0 1B S 4 D 1] 280 0 & B S A U
B3 KR AR B 5 1) 2l 25 38 A2 v, A7 AE — A S i
TE] 2807 14 e o 2 43 AL RE 3K 3 b i A T iR 4y
L) S S i ) 2580 1 ) B 9 55 o L RG24 90 Bl 7B
Wik T M. Adam et al(2014) 38 1o BF 55 W BL 43 AL
Xf 28 LR T TR Y 52 wel W A5 B 1 S B WL A, AT
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[P R Nl /N s A N e I S o e
227, NI B0Hh 5 24 38 At 25 5 B s 2 (Keen,
1997) ., Tamai (2008) $§ t X &b F 2 25 58 v 19 Wi 4> b
D5 BURF I 20 BT S = A 14 NSk BUKE 51 &
RS ) 56 4, T B0 75 28 2yt 1 3ok B TG L 52
W T IR B B SCR AR T . Egger et al(2012)WF5% T
BT 5 4 0 N JL 20 F BE IR B S, R AR AN
RE A 50 ] 1 5 RO 1) 38 4 o 2 BB LI R
X R IR A IR A B AE .

ST 5 T B 53 AR AL 9% 15 AR 1 2
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TE 3 75 55 v S 0 B i 58 R X BT, b BOURE T 0 BB
() 1 5 FIXT T DA S Hb Ty W BB 55 A0 28 5 S AR ) Y
RS HLAE =AW . 0K BUEE KRBT
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L) 25 RO JE G AR Sk T 970 1 52 0

= WMHSRE FERERER
METHEFETTH

WA BB 3 AN D T 8 3 AN 5 0 28 B AB AT —
AR R AR AR Z —, K22 k5
WEWFFE 7 50 1 — 38 e & 55 s AT AL . 32 3 0
SR W B0 A5 T T IR AN A 2 X W 28
A FL A 3 2 I B O 2 T R

(—)EMEFITITHH

FH T IV 1B 43 BORT 5 8 T T 03 1Y) 5% M) HL AT I J
AT & 27 R X6 W0 B 53 A5 2 O 28 % B K Y 6 &R
FEA PR [ 0 BRI WL . 3000 27 3 IA R 0 B3 AR
AE JE Ao B2 R B PR R R R PRI L ) — B )
235 TR W B A3 LR AR T 9% 05 e 8 3 e 7 o o] T
ZTEK,

1. ARt 2F3gKey EsLp, Tiebout(1956),
Musgrave(1959) 45 A k& Ji 14 55 — A0 BB 3 3
H1 Weingast (2006) 55 A & J& (1) 55 AR W0 BUBe 3= SC P
I L ORI 53 A B0 ) b O () 5 4 23 A1 a0 4
2341 TAE LAk - DT 384 b 7 BT 4 AT ) BE N B
AT B w5 2 Y 2 2 3h FKCF 0 AR BT R I
HEIAR SE 28 P G . T L 8 5% 14 K 10 7 e 1R Sy A 1B
GRS B A TR ER T B IR T B AR A H AR (Samimi

et al,2010), Yilmaz(2000) 43 5%+ &b F & & [y Bt u;
3K W B I BRL— ] RN 45 R Rl 25 R T Xy 30
AR AT AL BESE KB TR 20 gl 70 &
80 AF AR B — il [ 5 vy o I B0 AUHG T 4 T3 BURE
F18 WV BB Y 2 B AN AN A il i A 1 O 7 N O
PR A FE R 55 i gy AL T IR W A
TR FHEK . Akai & Sakata(2002) iz W I A
FEbR B S AR bR B PR AR FINAL TS bR 45 Y A~
Y A7 2t W B0 A K T I 3 o 0 5 R A& N 28 5 4
B UEAT SEUE B 5T R B R KO 1026 1)
ML S AU = 1026, A GDP # K 34 [
AN 1. 690 ~3. 206 R W B A AU 20 4D 80 4R
FUE I 2 90 AEACHT 1 1y 38 [ 28 P I K H A W e iy
PRFEAE ] . K& T I (8] F0 2 6] 40 BF , Esteban-Laleona
&. Frutos-Madrazo(2011) lb# T A 22 % % T4
N5 22 PR KOG R BT LS 18, IF XA SC 2518
HEAT B AL, 5t e BOURE ) b 5 BORE TR 500 B A g
R e B AR A 2% 2 BOURT 55 ) 2 oy BT R RC B OR L 4R
THBUR 22 M W B W a5 K A2 3 — [ Y 28 55 3
£ . Stoilova & Patonov(2012) 3% £ 70 [| 15 4+ ¥t
T3 ¥R 75 A BB B B3 [ 2000 — 2012 4[] i I B
I3RS TG Z 18] Y ¢ 2R R AT IR 5T R B I
B A TE 13X 26 [ 58 1 T S RO JF 4
AT Hh e 55 4 T BUR TS O 5 R S H S EE R
GV R JET AT B

2. AW H Z2FH KA RELE. T EIN
B A 2 S B PR AR O I 2 UR g AG  F AY
FE RAE L BT R W, vh Je BURE 4R v 0 oK ik ik
Wit B T BB A T 4 BF 1 K . Enikolopov &
Zhuravskaya(2007) i %} 1975—2000 4F[a] 4k F A
[F) 28 U5 A JE i B 19 30T 71 A I 52 1 I B S A 48 s 2 4 7
AL BT R B T R e v R A R [ K
M55 W B B 1 A8 N A 7 S R 3G, X
LK BA RO, Thornton (2007) L OECD
J G R AIETE XS G L i 51 e 5 by AT BT AL
Hb J7 A A b D7 BORE A B S S5 I U2
FTM B SE T KR, RITEE AN A T
LSBT B IRA B 7 ARAR T, O R 5 A P Y
K%K & . Rodriguez-Pose & Kroijer(2009) %
P B2 RN T7 48 FR AR ER 16 AN 52 1990 — 2004 4F
Vi) P T SO 2R AT 0T 90, K 9 W BB A3 RO A e i
Hb 7 B TE B A R A2 S IR 55 Bt 45 45 O T I R
B o ST A A5 b % 5 TC 8 TG 1k T4 b A > S
B SR, M T &% 8K, Rodriguez-Pose &
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Ezcurra(2010) 3£ F 1990 — 2005 4[] 1) 1 A £ 45 »
XF 21 A4~ OECD B Gt [ 1 I B 43 A2 5 %6 I e 8 80 %
) 26 0 38 K 1 06 & E AT BIF 9 J5 45 20 T AH R 1)
25 .

F BB 25K Z O R —
BT A Y 19 1R] B8 (Martinezvazquez & Menab, 2003) .
TEAN[F) B8 5T B 803 W BB 0 AR 48 9% 1 K 1Y 52
M A [i] < D 0BSg 3 ARG AT ok 4 i 9 U RO A
2RI A T 3 I AN A B 0 1B S Y HE S BT
5 TC AT BEL A 22 T 1 4K

(Z)WMEFEBITHHN

L ek Fgegm, a2l E RN
KA B R Z — % 4 76 Al [R) 7 TC B A% 5 IR X
S RT3 0 RS T K AR Y A ROPE K 7 AR S
(Kalemli-Ozcan & Sorensen, 2012), Banerjee &
Moll(2010) KAy 15 37 2 R L BR Y 5 8 AS T LA K A
NV SBLiN 6 A s o e ol LV v 111 L e
AT BT . AT G AR DR AR Al R B 7 H A
SENGOLR P A OB PR A I R
Tt . Moll(2014) 38 i ¥4y S — it 24 i 45 B4 4F 52
A I PR R TE WY 4 T O Y A 0 T R AR 7R R 5
M) DA Ay B 4 TG AN Y R ) 4 R M A A A
R, XL, Midrigin & Xu(2014) g 37 h A A
WEFE R B 4 Rl 37 R 4550 5 S SR RE IR 1 TFP
IR s — S B 4 R A SR AR RS M AR SR 9 R 5
TORSEUE R EMA T I REEEC . Bl 3 R 5
AL A Al 2 ) 78 B¢ A e AR A0 i HL 2
S Ml BB AT O T 24 il T 3 1 S 1 70 B
(Buera et al,2011). Ziebarth(2013) 3T % P P4 [t
K] 3 DAy VA TG S < T A IXC L R S [ R 4
P B B 4 1 BB S R T RO A oMb 18 A B 80 gk AT
SEUES BT R B TS DR A AR BT S AL R AT
VAT o 5 B4 W T 3 1 38t

2. s AW e, FO AR A IC S
ik (4n Hsieh & Klenow, 2009) 1R 70 3 & %} 5% 5 5
WG, 58 HJE R — 7 T2 55 36 ) i 3 1 41
it R AR T 4l T 3 Ok 15 A /)N o B R T A
Ak 0] 1 4 2% &, Palokangas(2017) LAY 7E 55 3h S fl
MAFEA R AN AL A T — A AL, WY
K ABWr 97 3l 3 i 0 TN L% AR A 520 . 45
BN T A E 55 Bl T WSRO R X
Ml T S A I 0 23 3 TN T B LR R B B TG,
BN G U A0 s B B U s R T 57 8l g %
T SR A S E— AP RRAR T BT AR A A A
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T T N T BT UR A T B AR AN ) = A A S
TN B 9% R AR 6 3 B N 7 9% VR T 1
M. Micco & Repetto(2012)%F 1979 —2007 4% F
95 3 TS BC A DL AT 505 R, th TRt T A%
FEORMBE IR T S 1 oh i 51 A T BT PR AR TG L AT AR
HOF s MG B ™ E . Lim (2016) 48 i, A
22 HoAthy [ 5256 B A 57 3h 6 W s A B el ) el 4
o A AR N T IR A TR s ) i e X85 B
7311 3 5 L R e AR AN DT JC A [ 230

3. 5P A F R FH e, Guner et al(2008)
LT BT UR AR IO Al 2R PR ER A R Al
H 24 1 R 5 ] 0 A7 8 FR A R Aol B 4K 35 b/
Al BB L X S BRSO AR T Al A
T TG ) AR 7 AR TN T IR RRAIR T
TFP 7K., Barseghyan & Dicecio(2009) B 4% A
BB URAS C L TEP R A B 52 i ik 47 [ 53] 2% 2%
R 5 NG ™ 0 E G L A TR Y
FE %00 TFP K& 1. 32~ 1. 45 %, 1 97 gl 4 7= 3
B 1.52~1.75 fif . eAh, — 20 = N BUN 2 6 R
TE AR T LA FEBUSR A X — T T 43 5 BUR IR AE
TR T A S T AR AT 1 A P TR A L Y —
T2 52 M Aol TF B A 45 TR 7 AR AN AE B AR R
Hsieh & Klenow(2009) LA T4 1>l #Y 4= 7= 7 A #L
e PR S B R S TA O E SR A RO Y IR G AR
LR A 7= B R AE A A 1 30 B 7= % AH ]
X AT T LS5 VB = R [E T B A R R
77T BR AN 77 A A S A R R HE AT Al R B, =
] 24 77 A AN [ A B 1 9 A8 TC » 5 4 T ok 9 R 468 T
F 0l b L 38 B = A i B 11596, 43 %6 I
127 %6, 3X UE ST 4 ih 51 19 96 DR AS & BRLC 5 AR 1%
il T 3k [ G 5 N 3k [ 98 2Z R AR 77 SR A BT
) 22 1

O L 4k I B 53 AR B SR GE #%
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&

A H R 43 W0 ST, BH A O O 5 b O
[ 3 H TEAT: O6F T 5 Ak b Oy WE B E A DAk by 0
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. MEASBHFEZEEXIRAETZENF TR AR
B Bk & £ £ F %, Shah(2004) I\ K W B 4> AL fg
T 4t e My 2 IR 55 TC B AR Y SCBEEE T A AU
B 0 0 B B R 5 58 3 . Kapidani(2015)
— A8 W B B 1 T BT R AT 8 R Y AR R
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M5 W0 BB AU JHE 28 1 AT R 8 34 R0 0 R AT 8 T
HEAEEEN,

2. 3 5 3y B ) 89 M B E 5T AL 84 %)
S5 % FRABREEGRAE A, Gershberg(1995)
AR P B R S 5 My ORI 0 BN A T B
o DA S 25 S A B ] 56 & . Jametti & Joanis
(2010) MR85 — 1~ 19 BUIA 28 BF A SERIE 70 M T I i
SCH A AU AR AR SRR S TA R 7R 3 1] S TEAT T L I B
G3 AR N AR B AR T 4% GBSO 5 A7 7E 1Y R BR
B, W2 RBEFHBCS W AUR LR, 5 3
RS B 4 T 1B 43 A 22 HE (Sacchi & Salotti, 2014)
F I s Ferreira et al (2005) tA 4 B 3 v de B R B 11
Tt LA BT RRE  IF XU A ST R4 T L BRI 4
PE R 28 7 s by ORI S LR IE B XN e R
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