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d B4 Bl £ F vk o9 o] R HERBEE derixl BmE #9E 5 9
Ao AT s FEBATHE B KBET o FAR S RolA, BFI NEEBLR
PI% R BHS K- BEEIHEE S22 A3 BN HPUEA ol 2RA 29 WE
o2 2 4 9tk

=3 BEEe sholz Avde) BML 5 e SEBEEEY BMEE s ARNEE
e Shte MRS REGA BRYHODL RIS AEEHTAY GRS BET A
°of ERH T YUk KRIEBSE R MR - WEN Y EESOHo el ok 39 R
& $HESHE ZRlo) ohveh A . SRR - HEMEIRG - HEK TRESMY Rt 53
Ze ofe] MAE Fold —Emo2 Rft(package) st BMo 2 e TRez Y

REUNEBRS BEY - HH BAo] T oo 2 BEMT AE/NEHM A BRE
WS BRSBTS AT NERS ERRTY MBS € £ 9t REH
BES FEALY) poEe] Folnds BESSZ A2 e HEE 99 wEew
Z LHSEE NEY 2 BREER sojus] WEolth 3, e FEE RELR
ot EERTHEIY AT gwEe] o oA AE/NEHMMI BESE 2L o]f FHE
BES] A8 T BB SoluP 2 oo N7 EERTY Aol MM
2E EIERSY BEREAES 9T £ 93, BERNCIE HEMN HiEkEY
B FBERL] HELGT Bk old 2o BEHS 2 1 9 B g KB
el WES FARGE AEH FHiksh Hito] 9% BE ol MRS o o B,
B EHd S4Te QAL HEEe SR oY EEY A SHEmEe HRER
U EESE J% Sl LANCED MR ok .

wtebdl A& el A s o ME =t & RS BEsde € ¥ARS 4E
Bt gifre HHSHEERRS HEEY SHBRYN TN, % KERES THY,
FRIHE B A 4B BEHES Rl o Yol bz 42,

2. HRS B

A B4 RED MEY A I HRS BT 994 od BELHY &
R Mol ERY AolH, olo] Eufst: Hik 94, HhEHMMNE EEMEEE - ik
FIRME 5 23 S99 BTk MERTMOD SRSl & Aotk 2y &
WRAAE 2978 RAE A4} AR IREES REALS 59 REERLY E%
o}, HgES EEMAE BALTTHE chelA YM MES Bistdol ¥ Aoz Adse
2, Woed AMm B¢ oo FAAZ BEse #nsted g
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[, KEH I SHARD] ol EHMBRALRS AT HhfmEe A SREEREST
AgA BRA € 7 wslE e

A, ARUNEBHES BURE el BN ERoR fEASA S MEY BES o
T 9% WESO WHAST ik SFERS BNTE, FAXEIEERY SDOREH
SRS Bl %A FAE + e 7tE wdoh

AR, PEITHBES 9T BERTEECZA Y & WEHIEEMEIES WESE o F
FIRstz £ e SESINRRE BERE

3. RS HE

& FEES g PEH 4 BESWA 2T gFd #ik BRe Bacte, °lF W
< THFEER LARER R BoS A

olel A EifFEM T FR 2 HAE i X PR BoE AT 2L REsE
olof #iRste] kAl BERT HAEN I

Perd s FEs 2 BRS KEey] A8 EROVTERAA KEd (4 SR & 1T
HiFe) gk BN M SEe B Ry g BRESTE, BRATERE F
Hste & TRIRY ZHESIIEEST SRIERJERS WEs

oA wte 2, ol § HHLEE AELHHEEN AT F Ae HERE R

IL @ 2 MR s FRRe] #l

1. BEERES #RAE

el A ERE uheh zFo] MM BRI BES duEse At EEY B9 BE
PE WESY R BT BT KEK WEY WRE 1920FRW XY EEE
(grocery chain stores and tabacco chain stores) 59 FEOHTES T2 GFE WHEdA v x
3 A2 =, [ERY:(mapping techniques)s}t ¥EHEE: (analog methods) & FRISH WEE
o HEEBE | (traffic patterns) 8] 4o BAFS] fhifke] Fol How B2 IPLF KK #
iF#I8 <) 4 =}(planned shopping center)] Fio = Z ko] Ugich @ Fx =lobAH
HuFE (marketing geography)fy 748l A ] FBEEH o S+ B3R (central place theory)
o} Z:REfY FIIfF P (general interaction theory)o] REEIZHT 2 ILMUETS) A3 FHAE
Woletn £ 4 gth olE o] EEEo] MK A& Hiikd I WEH B R BR

(1) William Applebaum, “Store Choice Research: Art or Science,” in Guide to Store Location
Research, Supermarket Institute, 1968, pp.3-4.




— 160 —

& 27 HEEY SHBE 2 LIRS e FE B3 BB BEAA L REH
gt & 4 7w el
e o] HEmES B ERA WEd A RS st gle ¥ olve #AHER
Bl R T @Y B Sriel A iE M (practical use)slE Bl B 4ol gl
LB A BT =L IRAKTT(urban or regional scale)el A a4 S
S BMRE RE7) AL REM R (ationale) & A7 48 HBD Eold, —BY mE
HARLZ RES = 28 MEFARR(=/IESINER G DL BEEES £
AEe) HEE X ARMCZ BRHlEy] A3 B HED 2 BHMY BEFR
gz £ 4 stk
of F7bA Eigsiel wv} BRAY KITIA MBRD BERSo) MRS ATBSFIE
s EAUEASL M (individual store sites) & FFEst= = FIAS] ¥ MR (rent
theory) ® 3= J-3FFIEER (land use theory) “ s}, W% EEAS) BEBBHTHS KA
EBi(store patronage) f18)9) AH-e BFs7] 98 THHBY BEE o Baw 58
B3 (cognitive-behavioral theory)©o] glth. o]2ldt EABWBRE S LR 196044 LItk
FEH £ 20585 BESH R B el FAXY XES Bmm RO BMbG
shift in emphasis in the theoretical interests) 7} #4175 ¢] Qi=v| {LERIISF] -9} k3l
7R 2 B 2 NS FE el FHEM oEmEe Foad RS 84
HEEY =Mt A SBT EEe BiF R A3 TIEE @Ess] 98 gE8
By = MEEORIEAN RO BB Kol —ad B Rk @i & 4 9
2. AEER2 48
AN R TELMe] A de] HREE 24 el HEEY SREEd I3 m
W NEEES IHEEA A ERoE KFT 5 A O =, HEEY BE Y v
el 9 Bifrel EERS 24 HEES JEAERE Y (store-choice models)s} /BT fs#g2)
/MR R (retail location models) 2. B4 @ 4~ glew], @ o] o [HAREEY S Wity
" (2) Ross L. Davies, Marketing Geography; With Special Reference to Retailing, The Chaucer
Press, London, 1976, pp.5-6.
(3) Peter Scott, Geography and Retailing, Hutchinson Co, 1970, pp. 110-112.
(4) H. Carter The Study of Urban Geography, 2nd ed., Edward Arnold Ltd., London, pp- 194-196.
(6) W.A.V. Clark, “Consumer Travel Patterns and the Concept of Range,” Annals of the
Association of American Geographers, Vol. 58, 1968, pp. 386-396.
(6) Robert W. Bacon, Consumer Spatial Behavior, Clarendon Press, Oxford, 1084, pp. 1-5.

(7) C.S. Craig, Avijit Ghosh, and Sara McLafferty, “Models of the Retail Location Process; A
Review,” Journal of Retailing, Vol. 60, No. 1, Spring, 1984, p.12.
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WERBHOR X 4 x, HEEY EWNEEEE 1T BEE WRE o PEIRE
2L rpHsEReE £ ¢ A

(1) HEE EHEE 2 AFE A3 B

UHEBEMGKOZ £ 4 9t WEEY HERERTY S g4 o sIAEZ 4EE 4
At

D ommEe SEaEe 9% 3 i SR [EE (normative assumptions) & RBE
el BEEE 2dz4 2= (W] Reily)d /NFE5i02d 4 29 & (P.D. Converse) 9] f
EAESHEY @ Fo] drle) Fgrh

i) WEEsr %M BERE (alternative shopping opportunities) Foll A o= Z & HiE
& ooy, ool B A& NEHFERS AFA EAT AAE w7 A& HE
Eo| BEMETE & WA AAEHE FIASES 2M&A BE(FA R (general inter-
action models) 2.4 3 x (D.L. Huff)®9) gy 31HEH= Fvlo] 2.(].L. Louviere) s} ¥
= =(G. Woodworth) 19, jo]ol (R.J. Meyer)s} o] 2 (T.C. Eagle) ™ 52 a7 o7
of %3t

iii) #5&RE (conjoint measurement) <& FIFI o HEES HAHRE (utility function) &
HEEe 2 BEIE s WARNEEEEZ (model of direct utility function) 24  olE&
(S.]. Arnold) 28] B Fol o7l EEet

iv) MBI (perception research) $-2 Sl MM WHES SRTHF L ET (retail
patronage) S& utdl#E MRy {TE)E = (cognitive-behavioral models) 32 &9l .ov]
7411 (B.J. Garner) 198} £¢-=(R-M. Downs)95¢] Fote fazesdch

(2) /RG] STHBE R Gl SE B

INEERE S STHRES iG] e Eamd EhtEIER < EHE . oty 59 4

(8) P.D. Converse, “New Laws of Retail Gravitation,” Journal of Marketing, Oct., 1949, p.379.

(9) D.L. Huff, “Defining and Estimating a Trade Area,” Journal of Marketing, July, 1964, p. 36.

(10) J.]. Louviere and G. Woodworth, “Design and Analysis of Simulated Consumer Choice or
Allocation Experiments,”; An Approach Based on Aggregate Data,” Journal of Marketing
Research, Vol. 20, 1983, p.350.

(11) R.J. Meyer and T.C. Eagle “Context-Induced Parameter Instability in a Disaggregate-Stocha-
stic Model of Store Choice,” Journal of Marketing Research. Vol. 19, Feb., 1982, p.62.

(12) S.J. Arnold, V.Roth and D.]. Tigert, “Conditicnal Logit versus MDA in the Prediction of
Store Choice,” Advances in Consumer Research, Vol. 8 1980, pp.665-670.

(13) B.J. Garner, “Toward a Better Understanding of Shopping Patterns,” Geographical Essays,
Nottingham University, 1970, pp.35-37.

(14) R.M. Downs, “The Cognitive Structure of an Urban Shopping Center,” Environment and
Behavior, Vol.2, 1970, pp. 13-39.
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2 BRSTAA HES At o83 WEREREL ZA 2ol He3 & 5rlx] R
2 HEYE & Ak

1) azlade (W, Christaller)o] & Ngo2 #pEe PLHBEBOTA 24] (A. Lésch)
o B39 w2 (B.J.L. Berry) "9} Al2]&(W.L. Garrison) 192} Bz So] o]o] fgs )

i) THIRER == HHARSTIAN fhies WHES & +HFIEEE == M
B o 24 Fu] (C.C. Colby) "¢ H7cs} $u] (E.M. Hoover) "89] HESS REMHORE &
& ik

i) BRAEEE FATEEE-E AT 9 slo] (D.B. Mackay) 098] H— L&At bERR

iv) HBURHREREE 24 EAT HEALY 8 4 Bl ¥EMrine
BB obd, MBUEMS wESELE 9% 49 (D.D. Achabal)?® $9 #yy MUL-
TILOC =3t 24| (A. Ghosh) @ £ #iy MULTILOC ==

v) NEBEES BMue)l HHEMBEY BHE U BRI 280 AEFAERERS
L] EA5A 71 Penn-Jersey =) 0 3} @l 4] v} (T.R, Lakshmanan)®® S| /| EHRE
BEHRY 5o drh

L BFERS SAER U & FEiMe FRMngs

AFAA A5 B HESW 2 e 33 BEERTS od NS 24 2
A HESEY RENAN HRL ERo) o] 26 Az gld}

(15) A. Losch, The Economics of Location, Translated by W.L. Woglon and W.F. Stopler, New
Haven, Yale University, 1954, p.30.

(16) B.J.L. Berry and W.L. Garrison, “Recent Development of Central Place Theory,” Papers and
Proceedings of the Regional Science Associations, Vol. 4, 1958, pp. 107-120.

(17) C.C. Colby, “Centrifugal and Centripetal Force in Urban Geography,” in Mayer Eda.,
Readings in Geography, The University of Chicago Press, 1969, pp. 287-298.

(18) E.M. Hocver, “The Evolving Form and Organization of Metropolis,” in Perloff Wingo eds.,
Issues in Urban Economics, Baltimore, The John Hopkins Press, 1970, pp. 239-246.

(19) D.B. Mackay, “A. Microanalytic Approach to Store Location Analysis,” Journal of Marketing
Research, Vol. 9, May, 1972, pp. 134-140.

(20) D.D. Achabal, et al., “Multiloc; A Multiple Store Location Decision Model,” Journal of
Retailing, Vol. 58, Summer 1982, pp.5-24,

(21> A. Ghosh and S. McLafferty,” Locating Stores in Uncertain Environment; A Scenario Plan-
ning Approach,” Journal of Retailing, Vol. 58, No. 4, 1982, pp.5-22.

(22) J.D. Herbert, and B.H. Stevens, “A Model of the Distribution of Residential Activities in
Urban Areas,” Journal of Regional Science, 1960, pp.21-36.

(23) T.R. Lakshmanan and W.G. Hansen, “A Retail Market Potential Model,” Journal of
American Institutes of Planners, Vol. 31, 1965, pp.134-143.
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QAo EABEROI G ¢ & GE ANERS POMER SN L EEHE - Bk

HEE] glel YT HRY MEA EEHT Ak of AHMoZ HES - vk
BRe WS A9 LED BE- 69 MUES MR Emax 2904 ok pIEa
Aoz AL =3 MCIEdov MNL eS8 v % 3lze gy 3(hEde &=
BREA, 3I0ER W WEET] M—8thz wol 3INEE Tt L8 AL/
BT SEE ¢ 9T YelA 2 oshsh Reh oein MCIZW.S WA 5 HERL
% 9 SHMBERAT AW (FRRET 4A9- EESKS KE BhA7 oz
WYE Aol et (collinearity) & Bkshm 2o Sl RINE S0l E HET B
9% REEFA F@sh, MNL 299 395 MCI mde %8z 202 BNy =
253 (log-transformation) 2} A E Fepk o] Bk S A st & HEEME(important variables)
o MR REET 90 E BHeEsle el TREAS SodEd FEEE St B8R

‘o Rt Ao ch

RE thliBEge v LfRERS AN ERN BR A HiisrimEs B
DIEEERY] R S FE FEE 2 F A, BB ENEBEY BB EE
#A - SRFEAEE A6 BTt ik Vo HEHY  EHE BREG B 9 &

= AY &= 2 Uk

ol BhES BEHE H T EY EAEWHS Hasdd 4E Qo £

wetd A F7EA] §HEE c MCIER - MNLEd o)A o k7] st 23| F (attractive
power) & ZEfiiFA5 (/1 (location attractiveness) s} 546357 (/7 (store attractiveness) & 2 [E4r
Holok & ALZ wol, MEY MW o AEREA REdE Aoz ¥ 5 g
HZo o3t FEEEZ) rhaba E%@§°] = PEEE £ 3RS FE Aoz REdx
her, gifbs] MCImw Sl M HWHHEE HEkelos MBS @tz go, o4
EHRES 5 MK RIZEETR (interregional choice factors in urban areas)=} JEAFEIBE
P (interstore choice factors in regional areas)-S 53t BEIX 23 BR7 9= Aoz
S —®Ee 2 IR B JEMR BEOHS BHe EEREHEE (sequential
process) ©. & Y < glow oiebd HRM BiBe] L A =EFEIIHD EMR
B RES AT JEHES L B ook gl

5 22 RER EHTS(deterrence power) A KN (location deterrence) s} [E4HIE
}7) (store deterrence) © 2 AR & Lo & 2o MCLES o] 4] o] of7] oh BE# (distance)
EE B driving time) ¢ &S I BT 29 BES BERIA e =R
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Fiez Hms ook s, mebd R—igie MRY MEMME EMmoE BE
she BEE obhd Relwh

o2 WEE Thod pL Ao HEE & UL Adth &
Pi(k_lj):Pfjkszj'P(k!j) ..................... @
%, PGiD=BEE i BOmE T BEY %o i BT b
BT HE
— (A‘j/EEA"j)ﬂli --------------------
Py=(D,, /33D,y @
. Y
Pap=-AEMADL ®

o, AytavAd il HEMERR o A8 2 SMELIE =t HERE T BRE

o cha AIHIY =RFES7 W EHE ' _

Au BEE O STEM k) A9 2E By, =t mEE o A8 EEES E
7k Al IEEFES I g RE - AA)

Dy;: % il REmE Jol s R SMENE =2 SEEE o A8 Al
e ERESRIB - KRR - B

Dyt sk ) G kol Whel R EMERE, =t HEHE O 98 ®BEE
i RZL Al JEMERD (A BERERTE « TAEER )

2,02 AN ORL 53} 2ol 24 & + 3l

PRI = EDijfl/zzﬁf,v))“nf : D e @
(Dy/ ngjk)“‘i

ai : BRUER A 8 HEE i MR
wyi t FERREEE I % HEE i EOM RO
Bt ERIEI] R WEHE o B KRR
Bt SRR ) D WEE o) B R (ER)
DAL WM 7H BEROD MM 9o MEME SHEE 29 SR
%o W ¢ 4 9T ARGIIERES FOBEREAY AT JIUD HAT B
Woz Yastel, & Figes WEMAE o M Bl EHD S B B0
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2 & BEE e fiEGstudy focus) & BRMY HE R BEds 9o
Z GHER) STHCl A REVNEEHS BEREESC FEIMET 2% BEREH
B MRl EMOE F2 0t FIRZ KB KRS 3T BRNAS B
A wskeh whebd EERel old Hez dojd BEREToz: ORY KM HK
(empirical implications) & 17]7} o] ehx A Adteh =3 ERS B fdo] HEOE
7hobd BRZ HEHMTUE4IGAL Oke 983 ol BEY REE WET £
@ =,

L ZA;,' . ZA,"k ’
YA ZD,, ZD,-J,-,, ..................... @

2 Zo D HEE ] A BERER o B B ko) NE
5177488 (retail gravitation index)
ZA; HIRE ot REREE o Ja =7 SHBTIHEK
ZD;; : HRE i) HEREE ol d 8 2 SEHNEH IR
ZAip  HEE 7t REREEHIR jol TR BB b de) =
£ [ERREES | THE R
ZDyjs . HEE 7t HEBBAIR o T BESEES bl A8 =
71 FEAHER TR
22 ARG tBEel 2he EMel Blfe] £ o, Fid wheb 2ol iribE
RS MRl ZAiwZDin B.ote HGBTELRTY M ZA;ZDyel e EESHY
BREE £ A9S oA o BRI

IV. ZMEREEHRES 218 REOW

L ZREMEES 2| HEM W DRIMERTEMC| R
F-&(L.S. Bourne) ®¥-2- & grp EFMiMAES PR WISl JRrhlipia Mo R
AR PREERL BIEC S FEEBUE - SAMRIBEIE - EHOTE - A% 2 EEBEC)
Bas s AL WiEe 2 (I - IEEE - RbkES e4d 0y sy
A Bl M ltidel A BITH = iRl BE(HOEE Y £HEL 52 &
% mEEe] HEMME - LB - SRS THES WARA 7] 3% RIS B BRRTCR

(24) Larry S. Bourne, Internal Structure of the City, Oxford University Press. 1971, pp.346.
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o #AAIL Mol 5o HEXE F5It= I (attractiveness power)o] ¥obd Aozt
EERY Tl AR S3ETEIRS HRe s & A9 REN BHS TETS
A hpERey BIEETY RPOES WENH o WY HRT £ WEEEC #iE
o RE3e ZHFETIEY Bhor st e &y Aol

g % TR BTy PREER Bl KEMA bRy B SHE
BEE AETLZA ol & HRMERS HE 2 =MEGEES S&os migsls I
vhobrt ZRMREEST =& F Bl A& ETE] %2 Aol BT A SRHE
E=KY ¥8(=1/K)% TRUEHIEE (deterrence power) 9] &2 2 gtrh ol & ZRHR
WEEZE =& 75 B 2% - W - £ESHY #R 5ol 2 EeE: HET 4
Si7) A el oo MBE ERHEHEY o= HEfEsEE Ao

F HEAA T Bl AREES PREGELN BIES Ry o SEax
a5, ol H ¥ WEBS HEEMY BER BHRe Kt BT AT, oz BB
BrEE e @7 EeiEY K60 BIEZTH & 2o Bt da &9 ohebA kEmR
o HREM FAET REN BERS T =M ABMRdA BTE By —E, &
REFhiAe ERELHEE RESs BER dd= 2

A Bl A= ATRHNHS & ko] BITshe Bl BTEEREECE €iE
37 A8 o AL REE MERESHE M - Bestd

HA THFIRER Satd BMEEHEEEL ko] EES HiE #SdEE Foug
= RREGREAES #ibel 9ste] MiE(land value)st o} Athm sgch ole] wiel #®E
EEbid 2EEN i DHRERER KB & TEFEG mELEd MES B
B R o

= EFARES WRERS) ERESY MME POotER D NI IERAIA oS &
B e e Z 453 TBIRSY WHE (agglomeration) - Wt M= FRI
At BEES vehle HEZc BRE MEREY B £ 9 &l 94 937
& TEORD BHEERE - DEERY HXREBHRANS AR FEE I EE =%
BEREEE EHREY REH B (surrogate indicator =& operationalization)2 3 ®|
B & Pigeel Hgve) mmARsh UHRE FE ALY o A e Hede
g < 37 A Eel

EI LHFRERCA LHe & EEMIRMS B (accessibility) & ##=  FIs7]
A48 & TEREYT BTRESAATERATS HAE S ETREERS SR fEs9
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o] W] olF ARZBFH HEMNST BHANE go 52 o5 TEFR &
Y 5 e EEEEBRRIA & 00~800m)e] B HY 4 FEMREE ==
TR EEBHEE 4S9 R3] HIRshg on ofo] dld HEFS A SBBFHTR
FEIE R 1 25,0000 #igst4 o.

=3 BRGEIT B¢ £% 4 ShisERNY I Gateraction) BESF e 3o
POWERT 2B BEERERA SRIZ 902 o F WME HERon ol
W e RERAREAT A St BBT Jdo BEAH ASASZ BIIG WA
BERTAEHER986) o] & FHRH £HH SHERERS FHsg

282 2 BEERZR A W RS Eltdistnce)d & BidAE BK
RIS el & TBiRS A SOkl o ERS HESUD. o we T 2
Biol <3 HRE A S KuERie 2 dtgior] JEHE YolA o)okr & 1: 25, 0005ER
A SR TRERE Lol A EREgE Toac. 2o Emlshls BgEs obd K
ko) E#E T ok bl oy A SHAmetE AHHY ERIMEL, HERER: AMY

(R D ZHERRTEN AR

No.| . ® % | By EH R EE T

X1 # ® BHIR POLEEBES HE gg%ﬁﬁ:%%ﬂﬁi 4 W 3

X2 | KB B A2 LA ZRERSFLEAR | 125,000 44 TRERES HEg

o] BEpt PR

X3|# 8 % () | #TRESMARET WTH, BEER A P& 500mpye] £
Btz A= FlE

X4 £ 5 # (1) | BEss HAds BEK A & A vl 2SR AR

X6 |#H 7 f£E A | 455K BEREEN REBRRAEELH M EEtER

X6 & | AE(RREHFRE) REEES MRS BN #H

X7|EBEAE (1) £TRABEEEEYN BEESARBEAM A&tk

X 8| EERFEASE (1) | SEER TN R A2 B, HZTERES

X9l A. F | #TEAR WAL A ST BEADHESEAS

X10 | @A B ATHRNY BE THRERBE

X1 A B % K| km’ #4AnD X9+X10

X12 | £REME (0D | AoEing 19864 A DSk 19834 Aol 8]  FTH
HB A DR

X13|9% % B (1) ﬁgﬁ?ﬁﬂu MERE FEEDR | BREBEREHN

X4 | & F (I ﬁgmﬂsu PEEE TEEDH ”

X165\ % 7| EEY R (X13+X14)+X10

X16 | FEARNREER WS 5, 000m? o] 4 NEEMEK ZEMBTTSH R

X17 | M X 5 ¥ | SHERE BHEN HREBEEH

X18 | & HE 8 M| SBEW & TER
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T g BEE TEY BB 3t ERY SR AMEHES FESA G2 Ao +8%
< Hdd BR - ERIBSE HMsh o RS old HeZ Mol EMEME s

L 3 JerhipRtEE Y] AT Y € & It EREES FIEEBERESE H
R M) Y& Aolhe WA & FEIAN BEADGERERAN)S BHEAD
WE - M BHEERE 55 BN BINSHA T #he] e Wik (crowding)o] 2He %
e s W E‘Eﬂﬂé}ﬂ A TEORD ERE FRBEUE, FEBT R - TR
WHER - SHENT £#8)5 W 232 0 - BB & BRY MigkEe Jdet
W = 3t e BRSNS RERBHT AR £ FERA ARGRAES WK
ft(ratio-scaled) 3} o 3= FIF 39 ok _

fE BEe BRS} BRERAE 89 (E DEA BmEIgch

2. FASH &7

R WRAA =, Bl AFH #ikoz Rilste Av humEsiE=t Jhimmie
8 BTRES Bikels, SM#BTIMEH SEREEERS T3y S8 MLy 188 B
Bell e BRSTE BT BRSW 44 188 BEE HEoE SEEBES
Cronbach Alpha% $£Fistd BiTslR o ERE & 29 2

BHERE s X3OETH - BEERRT)7T factor 104 BrEsx, XINEE) - X11
CAREE) - X16CKEUNEMHED ) 38871 factor 2414 BRES IS 7% a-coefficients}
FEES) EolAlnz B HielA L ol F 4T Bt S5 st

(F& 2> EMEREEREY

Factor fariabl [ o0 e T ey e [ coton e e h
factor | X 1 2460. 7674 17351012 0.8112 0. 8625 0.7963
1 X 4 3475. 4868 23424532 0. 8325 0. 7992 0. 8111
X5 2291. 9712 7969243 0. 7928 0.8225 0. 8002
X 8 3408. 8585 23583865 0. 8849 0. 8853 0. 6225
X13 3364. 0647 19788676 0.9052 0, 8875 0. 9388
X14 3181. 6307 20410551 0, 8059 0. 8075 0. 6500
X156 2844. 0264 14069946 0.7237 0. 8585 0. 5838
X17 3419. 7794 22880806 0. 8029 0. 8100 0. 8048
X18 3486. 8657 23435699 0.8332 0. 7965 0. 8532
factor | X 2 54873. 7824 458934515 i 0. 9352 0. 9288 l 0. 9545
2 X6 26818. 8471 89235967 | 0. 9389 0,9270 0. 9645
X7 51176. 7128 438440296 0. 8554 0. 8662 0.7921
X9 33245, 4898 347990618 0. 8183 0. 8235 0. 8921
X12 54414. 7368 454583814 0. 7981 0. 8325 0. 8227
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6.473

wECr P <ZEO-E

o018 ¥ *
1. 561 *
1,229 1 *

iih «
B9 4 *

L2710 * * *

0.0 e e R e e

1 2 3 4 g 6 7 g L9 10 11 12 13 14

<{a# 1> Eigenvalue Plot

(H 3 EHAIA REAER

" W oW B
E R ool A
EHEHN BRI
1 6.473 46, 2% 46. 2%
2 1.918 19.1% €6. 3%
3 1. 561 10. 7% 78.0%
4 1.229 8.2% 86. 2%

o)ol A 3§ (principal-component analysis) ko) ¥ BERAFRE (29 D
(% oA nE vheh o] cigenvalue> 19l EERS 4EY.O0 WRIHES 86. 2% Lo+,

S 19 EES SIS Aol ke Bunsel 9 £ oki sbg MEIHC
%o ofde EEGOZT 28 BEY 65% LES BT 4 o7 9%, & HEA
RS EAEW] BHEMBENES T & WM |UREREES Trh R
O RAEEE WEE Al vFel, BEES 2E= HEHe AFE Sz
g4 14ES BEE 2 WRA W B Emre EEAHE RESS. 292
S RERE he T WA =Y 2 (factor marixol A9 BKsh WS BIRE xeh HHsl
H5] o6 G (varimax rotation) & RATH R 4 BUS BRLY HHEET 1o
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(& 4 FEAAME % ERGEE

® W o om T % R R A 6 & BEH&® 2 /KK
B E1 | ®mE2

X 5| XBABEER 0.91212

X 1| o GiknE) 0. 82224

X4 IEEEEEET N 0. 81075

X 6| KATHE 0. 80610 --0. 34621

X 8| #ESry —0. 80179 0. 35578 B 1=

X17 | EHERE 0. 78667 {

X18 | S&REEMrng 0. 76313

X13 | SREMIRETRE 0. 75353

X16 | TEREEM ‘ 0. 75088

X 4| @B o =R 0. 62209

X 7| BEABHEEN 0. 87807

X9| ®EAR 0. 82496

X12 | AosEing 0. 45943 J ERE 2=2MREE

X 2| #iolAe) Ege 0. 38473

e &E O 2o BERAFE E 2~ (factor loading matrix) & F5}% o}

ERE#EE (factor loading scores) % S E 3 EHTe HAHMGEE L3tod BRAME
7h & e HEMY MR K HEY AAd udel factor 14 ERFEIMEL 2, factor

¥ THkEkeZ Aastad.

3. TMFmoEEMR TRIESENS A%

HRSITHER SHFE Mo E R BRSNS Bol RET MY £33 BHFAD - &
BEEEDS feebo] B EOMAE 9 M - Molu 29 fho] Bl BEEY SHME-
HERE - —HEHA7T A5 2202 2Ess %Y S BEEE BIss g £ 2
o2 Az,

FHE w2 SRy EREES Uo) AT BMY 55 #£5 2 B¥ERE
AelA 9 tREES BAES Eol fizsbike] A o) FWEBE5 (0] Yol 2 HREHE FED
225 shvbe EEER] WREd A =¥ o R BERHMEES wold oz
PlgiE o o of frke RAEES B FHY £2 fhsANYg BEH3 9 A
vt REREol JERLE S, fhHikS] FEFESIS d8 Rt FHE < T EEHE B
B &F - ZBME - EEREGERS ) i BEEs TEshd 29§ SRS BEste s
THREE - LER B - BAE BHRE BINAZD oz siEs .

ol ¥ ERFAAKES AT

w2tA A& A A = A 2RI 45308 TEORS
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A ERSRERS] BESEE TEE 3.

EHHY RJHERAREES NESE HES 24 7142 v ¢ g8, © K HEdA
= BT BEGHE A2 (factor score coefficients) ] ME#eBEEy (Z-scores) & % FEI= Hik
< #3tg o

-0 453fH TERS 1408 BEe] o3t BEEEH (raw data)9] #H-& WEEIR BNEEEL
(Z-scores) 3t vt. T3]3 HRuEEAMO) o & MBS BESY BIRS Hikste ETHBOE
th#(factor score coefficients) & sl & FEIRY THFHS MRk SHERERS
T &,

&, Dyt iR B jol A3 Z-score
Ly @ -8y ol BE k9 factor score coefficients
Sie t 6 B kol i B2E4E (component score)
K=1,2(1 : =R, 2 =RRENE)
#E L Computere] Fortran Program$- F|FEsl9 o, matrixz FE3pd o3 7k,
(453x14) (14Xx2)=(453x2)
o3l % WA ERFET RS SHERIEERE KEY fnes mEEA g
23 7oA Tl A ST EEES o) B3t HatiRe] BT B Sy
B D2 wagstd o
B 1 HEshe) #4%H (agglomeration) 2 7RIS (M= B 9o
of BERE B AN WEE] ES Ao ehd s 294 2@ Aol 2l
EAES ] A 225 E 9tk SWHES T £EA Lol E ttest, A £E
9l A %ol ANOVASE- Fimstg ol
AMERE (& HEZ wEAgor) BEKe 450 48 KEESS EEN XI3,
X4, X155 H&3tod & - b - B 3%HoE ESFFE
(& BolA B vl Zo| ks RMBFIBEET HERIdZ ¢ & fozz
(BEE D B8 5 odd S @] Rold SR SMEIIMS EoE does
FRE 5 glod, oe T EWENY WAV SENHEEMY - EEE - —EREse s

(%5) REBE laflEdclel SiF8, =428 o, 1984, pp. 318-319.
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(% 5 BEKI ZRMESIN MRS

% @ gl B BT B TR 5 @
(TEERE B me ™ # Baprms GooH & R p-value | = F
i HE| & 26 0.4510 , sgeg| F-value(3.04) 2-tail prob. (0. 024) 0,016l 2
THRE| & 31 —0, 0162 Separate variance?] t-value(2.53)
i E| & 30 —0.3492 | yps F-value(1, 09) 2-tail prob. (0. 815) 0.187| &
HEE| E 33 —0, 4451 Pooled varianced] t-value(l,33)
BOWE | & 24 | —0.3555 | oo F-value(11.63) 2-tail prob.(0.000) | o naq zsess -
KEWE | 22 0. 2915 Separate variance?] t-value(—2.48)
BOE| & 18 2.3321 D.F=2/61
XEBHE | 22 0. 2015|ANOV A| Mean squares=38, 286/2, 206 0.000 ZRE
LEE| & 24 —0. 3290 F-ratio=17. 40
OB & 18 2,3321 D.F=2/78
Wik B’ & 30 —0. 3492ANOVA| Mean squares=52, 331/1, 400 0.0000| ZB %
BEEE| & 33 | —0.4451 F-ratio=37, 371

{F 6) AL MBS MESIT
g m smre® X Baowsn AR R BHER B @
(fTEARB) K ¥ TRED 7~ %ﬁ'ﬁﬁﬁé‘ &40 ¥ # L) P-value EE A 3
BHAPE | B 43 | —0.0515 g F-value(1.17) 2-tail prob.0.700) 0. 040 EBA
BHRE| & 24 ~0. 2469 Pooled variance®] t-value(2.10)
XBHEE | .22 0.2915 | gpeme F-value(14.77) 2-tail prob. (0. 000) 0. 144 R4
LEER;, B 26 —0. 0984 Separate variance?] t-value(l.51)
WHE| E 24 —0. 24690 Bz F-value(5. 7?) 2-tail prob. (0. 000) 0.000| =R
THER| & 26 0. 4610 Separate variance?] t-value(—3.31)
B O E| " 18 2.3321 D.F=2/63 ‘
WEER| 24 —0, 2471JANOVA| Mean squares=44, 993/1, 719 0. 0000| R A
THE| B 24 | —0.3290 " | F-ratio=26. 176
kOB R 18 2.3321 D.F=2/52
BEAME | = 21 —0. 2733lANOVA| Mean squares—=4}, 811/2, 087 “ | 0.0000 £RE
BFEE| E 16 —0. 3231 F-ratio=20. 030

HAA ) LE WEES KRTEMEI BinTS By, 1@ BET 9ol Rl
mRY 4E WRES HEIEE Yo oz EHY & o

w8l #eifkk (accessibility) e g ohod) (EER 2>% @A

BRI 2 BEmMel AT SRk MBI MEBT .

o] BRE HBEN AAAE A Bk B Aoz vebhd ks 294 B¢ #
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Batel o] ZERIESMEIEES) RS S¥Tell, T @ A S t-testD A SEHEl

Aol ANOVAE [ifTslflcl. SR & 607 o] Hmalg o] ik TR

e REES S KWERY X1-X2.X32 #Hslod &t - (B9 3ELEO 2 B4 et S,
Fell A B whe} o] vkl EMHT K 27 HEBTo =L & < gon

2 ABR 2€ FiEY ¢ vk A k] 2 4L EREIMS Sof A= AL

2 ERT F ogled, ol ¥ e WA EEe mEy REe u 3= Frist s
2B JHES + Qo

V. REBSARE FIAS AR REE2 rBESAL 'R

AB7A ERES R ERCERIRECL BRSO HES Bads ¥
B ol & e 3o A BHIH & MRS S BERSS mES o 9o

olAl o} ZHBAFIEIEHS SHGENENSY BAL FANY SEEEY THEERE
+ U3 BEFROE FRYY )

¥ e 9 W‘é%{%ﬂfﬁ%}ﬂ 28 2P oz BRIl HEIAE MRS AR
HlRES st R MiRel e ¥ 4 glth _

Aerstal of M D ABINEHES ERIET Tl B s AU A b s ]
A R A 2l A s ERBEE Fol HMES) mRE Z=HFESY 27
2reb 2 THCIAY (=2M2ES) BT, i) K2 SHlEhe o TKHEe| ) 72
RIS I70l obAl zefiibi@itkel BBke] TMFESIHS) BEL MK Fo) = Z=fie] A
W (=AW ES BT, D) ZERIFT M - RESEN: RS0l 353 kiEql Z3H (=353
D224 KRUNTHMEY BERRE MY & s 809 BE) ANATHERE Hbie] 7]
w £o] et

22 gl A R £ FOHES <Y 2o EL ARoBA & hiie SRR
g 283 B4 - BHE + Y+ BB (positioning map) & 78 4 9lr}.

(zZq 244 Eﬁﬁ'ﬂ obd 180°AES] TRl frEE oSS A AENEHRE
IRLARE] 2 4 k. o] WSS BAOR MBS SEREEY = g4 ol
=% ERel ThE B ARV ZE #OE KIS BHIEE o 4w HEme
BRT v v BRI E Bk

E3 o] i v 3pEtd T2 =MD kel BB] & MRS FOE 37 HiHE,
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(38 2, TMHEIHL 2MREEE FRS & ddxe] HRE

@ EHm

BT
EUE S Ry
(A%
EER LR 37
(B&D

@ HREpR
TR
Q% R
@® AMA
D EE1H
@ FPHA
@ EBER
® XBH2MA
@ HHSA
® RN
@ BH1WE
& B 2

SRRSO IR

@ & 1, 200
@ BEAPIR 5
© XR

© BT 1MW
@ HEE 1R
@ EFIW

@ FWT4H

& LRER

@ RERIRA
® WEER

@ BH2H

@ TS

& BRE

3 4
1
-2
4 -3
-4
t -5
® #K 3,48 @ ¥ 5, 68HR
SHN ® B iR
® 2 3,4,58(F @ HE1E
® FFEE 1R © FHHMA
@ B @ ZiEILER
@ EF1H @ ERFE
@ KxE\3iR & =R
® U ® THA
@ SR @ REFE
® #ER @® BW=H
6 =pH & TFE 2

5 6 sxppmpe

O

® KT 14850
@ BEE 3, 4,58
® FEEH

@ BEEE 1A

@ PR

@ BB

@ K

@ HELR

® FWHELHE)
€ R

@ WA 1R
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hitgtke] BBhe] & wiRE HOR g, WmEd HEHE BEROE SR
2 ESE 5 3E Aol HE44 (29 Delo Fd XKEUNEESY wE Bt
AA 2o BEEE BERES BT £ 0E AeEE o8 ARG oiREs Bl
g 7 g Aol

(=¥ 259 BIEOE sragyd 94 49 v, gFd LitdRoRe s 484
NE Pk - BHE - FiK - WITE 52 ko] B S e k#EdE & 5 U F,
ol & MRS MEM LS EE/ FENTEC FHE v RE MOtk iopshise] Sl
< FERl A HES 9o Qe Aoz Bob AW Mg HMOLPES A
I BIEOERE 53 Titd BIEOERET ERNes ol BEEEEETAAE
Hofgo] REUNEBUERS HRMERS AT BHMA R E] HA XFE RF2 3
ok ™, FE - RIRR - eREBH - FHER - 8F o) [LREEEROHIRS  TLIERIER L
e ®od BE =t Bod2d FTEH ol kBB ntflRozA9
RiE7F £ BiRe 2 £ 5 Yot 22y o & LEAFHOHIKRS <7 HES B 8gF
KEUNER#EOT Sriiste gloenz o % & MiRel Aol A#RY ST (specific site) BE
d ol & HPFEFES AT BMHA FiTe] = LEE ol ol 2 HFER
7Ax H@ Eob LitiiRe] FERRS Kk 3 iR, BERBRE] RIS, B
e R e: £E8E F & X3k 2 KR 3IE - FERIF 5ol —E] RZEH
R (vacuum areas) &2 FFAER T SritE o & MRl A8 Bk kg ololAE @
ERERES AR RE 2 dS2 BFEY #ibst g

o EOE ariupige] i G e, HESRES FEEMLS o FoA AGERA 3l
o HEE(epth) = Fol= HE(width) & £d + A= vloldvdel Yo iR THEREE}
o= AR s o= NERE MBS HA dedhd G - ATRIA - BRE - =Z80E-
FRERE 52 iRel BES ZOH AR 2 5 A& Aotk ol F MK 2d9 o
2 JDLE Al FHEEl A ERRERR] BN R o ZREFN =8 pLEUEY

KEgol 22 v F fipitifol A ERFEFE Tl g T dvns iR 2y FEEHS
BAR BEE 5 v AEFEEPLHEIT E F AT SEES W Eel o

vpA| oo 2 EOE STHES 4vind RBE2EE BRADT KESY HBOE L
Fol - PR BRI PO HfEe] A9 A9 & 1 JLEE olF Jhed
A RE#RS BRI A2 Ad Tigstan & 5 dvh wekA BOR il A 9
FHEME KRE RRAcE SRFESIEERE BAR FIRSe BRIV

min

X
3T

=
=
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EEY UAETE Fo=M BIEREY BIHE U EmSE HR AHY
HE o) @ Aol

H, ZHBETIEC] ELTS LEMME - HEEE - —ERERRE TEAZ Besl
FoH € KE TRENEC) $¢T5 HHEMEELEE S KEL 4 #&7 Eobitz
T 7 lonE WEY BEMAS A& ol BEMge) dkx 2 & gk 24z &
Birig bl A= R A o) R 44 S REEY EEERC TS wRKer ¥
T AT e oY RECIA  Eobd HRE - R - MEF - R BSR - kRS
W 54 tige] RS FRTHARECD FEE + 9< Aot

VI. & ]

AF7A ] £EE T3 & WAL g3 22 B ®BFRee
AA, B B4 2abe, HEEY SHBES BBANE BN #ae =M

#EINF SN2 EE ook 80, BN @AE SHER NS ENERoR

Earste]l EMgstelol dot. TRHRINS IEHIERTS) M4 53 SRIRER - EWEE
B #Hd Aoz BHMT + dond, o 1A A KEAWE et BEsH i ¥
gk JEEES REVL B o

=, RRESS] =HBBTR 94 kedt Ml BEy fEs 5l s
= ZMH K, 59 ZHESINA Je hEEe Aoz ¥ 4 drh whebd KB VEE
#e UHBERAE —KkMo R REo] B & RS EMBEIHL Ko E@ete ok gk
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