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Abstract

While monitoring the old growth tree health of cypress is difficult, people
are concerned about it. Health is an abstract construct, so it is difficult to
measure it directly. This study involves the investigation of old growth cypress
trees in National Mt. Taiping Forest Recreation Area, and the measurement of
those variables related to their health. Factor analysis is applied to construct
health indicators in order to make the classification of tree health easier, and
discriminant functions are also constructed to predict tree health conditions.
After the application of factor analysis those health-related variables have
been classified into three factors: (1) foliage vigor indicator, (2) stem epiphyte
coverage indicator, (3) root damage indicator. The above three factors can
explain 78.4% of the communalities for total variance, and then they are used
to classify tree health. The result of discriminant analysis shows that the hit
rate of predicted classification is very high. The hit rate using the original
observed variables is 97.02%, and it represents that the constructed
discriminant functions are with high predictability. Via the stepwise
discrimnant analysis, new leaf is found to be the most important variable, and
crown transparency, crown density and crown dieback are also important.
Besides, the space distribution of forest health index is also adopted to display
the fragile areas of cypress in the National Mt. Taiping Forest Recreation Area.
The above procedure constructing health indicators of old-growth trees can not
only evaluate tree health conditions, but also can detect the area with poor
health condition within the forest, and it is conducive to the implementation of

the conservation efforts.

[ Keyword] Tree health indicator, Factor analysis, Discriminant analysis,

Forest health monitoring.
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6:90~99% 1% 7:100% ° FA HFP 4o
B e (N A D Bk A
FAEME OAZAIE LA LG ATE o
EFEE 0L ap T 1Ay P HES -
AFFHTF0SAPT LS 2IEF 1-10%H7F 0 4 N F B R
SEWFHRE 0 S &% 01 523 kFEAN 1~10%%% 2 S+ %

11~25% » riptsfdg & &~ B o
CHTAIE G AR BT R TEEEA L P T AR F L 100%E -
TARITE S 10 5 &84T 5 1 5 1~10%3 7 439 0 2 5 11~20%:0
F AR SR E A
8.Ak1TF T H W 10 ZALATRIT S 1 5 1~10% F 34T > 2 54

17



11~20%¢07 = F S 3ARAT > Tk
()& 4773 02
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likelihood ) & {7 ; ¥ ¢t 7 e s d b3t 40 30 2 F1 2 2 BB 2 enf2 > £
%ﬁ@%%@@ﬁ%@ﬁﬂ%%@ﬂﬁ—%%%ﬁ?ﬁ%*—%ﬁ*
BABFEY L ? 0BT 0T E f FE (loading) 3 % - 14
5 EF A sed s @ 1A R TR 0 0 R R A B
B2 e B§ b 2 5 B %R B2 (Varimax ) frk g &
2% (Promax) > U@ L AEFE > HEL Y RAI N ok |
T

%010 FlE A 7 dh2
i h XA
B~ % B #Z (Varimax)

(orthogonal)\/

hA

> =X > k& B2 (QuartiMax) i % (orthogonal)
T frh < B A R4 3% 2 (EquaMax) & % (orthogonal)

B i 4L % 7% (Promax) 4L % (Oblique) V
> =X 2 | B #4%E (QuartiMin) - AL % (Oblique)

FlE ot e BHCFIFL b0 Bl W - FlEPM 2K
TR A ZIE R TR AT R IR ARE AL F B
R R R BRI R ARG - B A G EAR
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g;;%g ] @_TE ’ ﬂ\ﬁﬂi #-r1 4 E P ifg‘f’;{"_ %ﬁ'{f—'&- a o -—’EFT‘}\-,E? & ‘]ﬂli

BB AV FIH 0 S B R R A G B

2. &%) & 7 (discriminant analysis)

HRAEEE T B A s R Eo I EN A TR IR B €

PR A g R > 35 i A HkA = (dead) ~ %1% (decline) #4p B
R FTERAFA 2 g 2

o B STRB A RBEAIRA R F

E: | A L (R.A. Fisher) #74]» H {5 B 2 * >F L A2 7 AR >
GIEITE - o F BRE(A)H S B AR B (XL, Xy, 0 XK )
S0 Bch 2 a2t 47N s WH B3R g 4 B S8 e

1 s
o 2 R
A R A R i’ A=1, Fl 1 7 fRL
4 HET ERSTd

X X P KB A TR R B

)

R AL R B SR 2N (actual

classification ) » i& @ LB & BLRIHE A 2. 8] anfic ~ Fou 8 % 0 R R

g ARG AT

( predicted classification ) o %] & 47 B e % B]7) % K™ 8§y i e n)

P

ZREE  NES- pERNIEEETIBHEN L RES L o

20



PR S d GBI F RS R R LM o DR
4 & N S B 7 F @%&’%’%mﬁﬁfi\ﬁ’ LIRS S = FER 0 P
M 2 @R R A HIER] o IR LR E A AR o

\

FH AT R DG e LEARRD ¢ SR RAREH 2 4o f £ (RA. Fisher)
i ~ 1 i @2 (CANDISC, CANonical DISCriminant analysis ) ~ B <
(Mahalanobis) i o H # » % T R % St @N AT PEA 2 1 &> 4L
BBt P Rz A4
Bt F R DL AR A D L E ol T o ki
ol Fuld  ENERFRE LR CRAEVEARA
BT R A ChIER o

ERISTE SRR N PR S

1““‘3 ﬁ{i

E AT 2 S R SR FES F B 2 Ew] Sl FE IR
A s R Then > et o R 5 E
£ R LR ﬁ»aﬁ¢&£ﬁﬁ%&vﬁw¥’&@ﬁ%%%
P EApRl S (% 2 B> 2002) FERIEFESE 60%17 L 2 F| S

B A REFHRAGIER O FFRIBEFR S AL E T R o

NI PERC LN Ny ) " AR CEEE NI E i SN - o] ISR - - SR
SR AR 2 AV R BYEERROES > N E R
BRSOV EFREI BT ET RN R R R B I
FuE R AAPFEFETRR LB AE IS B2 B AR R
Fou 4 F A K ARRAR 0 A L R 7R R S R R
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bEal - SUIS TR T i d P AR A L TERIFAE 0 A 2 R
IR G FR AN TR T Agvajﬁ,gtﬁg)imﬁ;% .

pleb s T iR - iR * iR Fow) A 47 (stepwise discriminant
analysis ) o %) &% A 47 A LR 2 B p LEFT T B J B
et o G p Rl TR GG RN DR T o VR R L £
Lo TN L (Tl S x,&‘_%"’ﬁfﬁﬁ“m;}%“’ﬂ’?ﬂ'} EH
FL AT PR L PHE N E R4 Rl BAR IR A R R
IR o MFEFLIEF > v EDARRI R o JI* SAS ik

3

§8 STEPDISC A2 5 i& (7% ) F 5| A 4705 11— 2 hoif % A 8 %] i B %
ﬁ:t o

BRIy FoF T4 PN
TR R RSB R A A
BRI T R Rl 0 A S KR R TR

ERBHAREREOT IO U REFRFRES & LB ERT

Rt
—

S BB TR E R A B ‘lﬁvﬁ*%’}’]‘&}%m__‘_ﬁ& I S ?,
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TE2F BB EEARF PG o

EHEFNGEER Y FR R A T RPH REY F LB R &tk
E’iﬁj"—& 7}“3_;}2;’&" ‘\g’—l gm e 0 1R —%—j’,—%
¥

RS SRR IO S

2L 2 >
T~ BREE

(- )3 & FR2 A ¥

AL T LR RS R R SR N R AT R A
P45 0 635 hE A FRAcA 29 0 @ A 3frd 4 A R A AT L RdnE
2 Bl & et g LAt B AR A TAL RIS BG 503 452 132
Bg A o

A RIR RS FE9IT  HEE BB D S PSR
BEFRRE M ERRE AR EEAERe TR AR TE

2EEE ARE L o

# 2 1 4g Atk A ¥~ %9 Z(DBH) ~ #+% (H) ~ H/DBH ~ #it% foiit= 2 /2

%K A T >R LS
33 /% (cm) 635 36.40  20.0—94.0 14.35
8 (m) 635 13.12 6.5-24.4 3.14
HEF 2299500 @ (H/D) 635 38.82 11.1-76.3 9.74
Rzt 635 0.50 0.0 — 0.84 0.19
B2 /5(m) 635 5.70 0.0-15.4 2.77
K2R 635 58.91 15.0 - 90.0 17.06
Piopea R 0 635 22.30 5.0-100.0 23.89
o 635 17.20 5.0-100.0 25.47
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30 2 T Rt Bliofg AR A S E

Fik A T 2 IE kA
33 /= (cm) 503 36.45 20.0 — 94.0 14.97
B8 (m) 503 13.07 6.5—24.4 3.28
HE® 2289 /500 5 (H/D) 503 38.81 11.1-76.3 10.10
e 503 0.50 0.0 —0.84 0.19
#7 2 i%(m) 503 5.23 0.0-15.0 2.55
K2R 503 59.58 15.0— 90.0 17.63
B AR R 503 22.82 5.0-100.0 24.66
e R 503 17.70 5.0-100.0 26.31

24 Rk g LAl AR AR
. thAfe T2 > §E A
%9 jZ(cm) 132 36.18  20.2-75.0 11.74
% (m) 132 13.31 7.9-19.5 2.51
KB &99/5 0 @ (H/D) 132 38.87 19.6 —59.2 8.22
B 132 0.52 0.0 —0.80 0.17
5 2 5 (m) 132 7.48 0.0 - 15.4 2.84
R R 132 5633  15.0-85.0 14.43
B S AR R 132 2030  10.0-100.0 20.65
B s 132 15.27 5.0-100.0 21.96

d & 2a TR T L T LR PGSR R R A hT 5
TS A 364cm THoRE K5 13.12ms A 38 L4V B, kT
Lo Bhe Bk O B4R A cnT 5999 5 8 T yoptE A w4 36.45cm 2 13.12cm
M OB e L R A n T IR B TR Pl A~ W 5 36.18cm £

133lcm» & Bk Fech it E X 2P DL R o
P RAPEE AT G0 Bkt AT E TP A R4 AR S
A A AAEF R R SRR Z HEHAEY AR L RS

7l
DF T EE s R L PR B P A RE L o

24



G A GG B TEA RN SR E A S Rk e ]
% 100cm B4R L BB AR S 0 3 R ARReNE) T QmEA oo 2 g

B ok 4 R A F Y RAs RS FIR o

300

250 r

162
98
45 40
B B = -
/1

20-30 30-40 40-50 50-60  60-70 70-80 80-90 90-100
i 77k (cm)

Bl 783 2L thiks B

BB AT 5 B SHETHRERN TG B LA AT A DR
FopAt25mo A Uk AKEEE A 103 15Sm LA S e

300

268 B2
250 St

200 -

150 131

100 - o 84

PREK

11 10

0-5 5-10 10-15 15-20 20-25

B8 © #H® thlics
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B O B 7r 635 tadf A s = R Rdedpth S B Bk ki e
AE 253 bk (bR A B 8.35% 5 A RAn AR S Flebde &~ F A 4
8.95% » BB Pk 6.06% 5 B ©

500 T 458
450
400
B At
B0 LB oL
300
F 250
$ 2
200
150 |- 124
100 -
45
o m
0
R gt

AR RL EEE TS ERE SRV SR E S
AR e A R ET SRR T AET ALY F 10 2 F 1
@ﬁﬁ%ﬂ&ﬁﬁﬁﬁ“%@’%ﬁﬂﬁ%hﬁ87%%*ﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬁ’

HARSA8 th3 AR B ¢ AR F A v 2 26%~50%1E ~ 5 Bio 3t 171 tko

Eﬁﬁ?%*@’%@“@ﬁ’¢4%ﬁ@ﬁﬁéﬁﬁ@%@ﬁﬁ

fol)
|
—_t
>H.
~=h
N
>‘m
—
3
34
E-0y
hd

FEF 406 ) AIT] F ) 142 T 4o
EREAT B P10%FFF A S E S 0 F 99 tho @t Rt e
*Q%K%#FE{?*T\%\J\%K], F‘}h I:L'j\ff'lyﬁ'é‘lj\ °
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130
ORI 155 %
87 i 88
27 30
]
0% 1-10%  11-25%  26-50%  51-75%  76-90%  91-99% 100%
HUAF 15753 (%)
DRUERSESIS 7S
493
W L 35
9
31
- 4 3 4 0 1
0% 1-10%  11-25%  26-50%  51-75%  76-90%  91-99%  100%

UL 1533 ()

B 112 A330R i fxdies T ]
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BERHEE S G 0 BB 12 KT 0 635 thehfk A Y G RERE > B A
FREFF AR o HP oo 125% e i EARR B E L S KGR 545
B F L Ao E 1-10%:0F 289 tho 1R % 11-25%F R G 256 tk
Ao % 100%F 0 F 53tk o

350 r

300 - 289

256

250

& 200 -

FrY

150 r

100 r
53

50 - 0
0 | | 5
0
0% 1-10%  11-25%  26-50%  51-75%  76-90%  91-99%  100%
ﬁ,@*pn (%)

B 12 W He %7 & v thdies 5

A ER 13 o EFHFARASRN RIS Y 125%5E
FHEARR B S G 509 4k) 0 H P EEARR 5 1-10%:0F 239
11-25%7R] F 270 $k B 4 eniZ £+ z«;&ﬂwgﬁﬁﬂfé%ﬁ%m SR
R 143 50% 0 2 &5 50%2 4 ARIEIL D
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270
250 + 239
200 -
%
150 r
*®
100 F
63 5
50 r
7 3
0 =
0% 1-10%  11-25%  26-50%  51-75%  76-90%  91-99%  100%
RS F155 (%)
Bl 130 F3 #5757 A i
(=) FlE~47

Flg AT A REAEFF 2 55 A AR A 2 R o 4k
AER = R RS BT Rl R R R R £ Sethit
BEPRAITFEHAEE TR Y BRI TR FHE L e > - T4
LHB L FEREHNERLERTTE -

FHAEEAAFTE SRS TGRS TR AT ALY &

g P o B AF R Y 0 AR ETPE R AT R FER LT AT
Sy 1E

(exploratory factor analysis ) % i%

1. Fl& 2 B
FEarMFFE 477 2@ % 4 &% (Principal Component Analysis )
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22 3 $h;2 (Principal Factors) @ fAF|Z f B2 > A 7% L iz 8730
LR GEHREL MERY 3 4P M T2 (PRIORS=MAX) » &
W2 FE A R T5%2 %R R BRI F USSR R 3R

5% PR A UEB o BhAedk ST 0 AT EER Z BFE o

% 51 F& B #cdd B

¥ % i #ic Eigenvalue Difference Proportion Cumulative
1 6.4302 4.8987 0.7266 0.7266
2 1.5315 0.8757 0.1731 0.8997
3 0.6558 0.3829 0.0741 0.9738
4 0.2729 0.2464 0.0308 1.0046

2

&#Fa'rifé;s:%@’%w;-\ Lot 2 85 Bk 2w
0.

FORBZEREE RN 0T LR Rl BRFZLEEEE
B4 B2 H P ldes 8.62 0 RRE R i 78.4% (8.62/11) 0 Hp
T BHRARER LTI R 2 34 oA 1] BARAER A Rk

¥oebougo & %R g (Varimax ) & fhdd 4o 98 &2 F1 2 2 P B o0z
Fo@gphn R R SRR TR ELY & - BREFTFHEY - B

CHEASBFIEDY LY 302 RIT09F)E f A E (loading) 3 §
VLRSS F) R g fedd o @ Fl R i fd Redke HH o REREEFLT
FRZMG O RFIAFIHEIFFZES s Zam2 i~ RENFF D
o pom i T AR RET M ey R TR L R E AP TS
HHEEFZ L FEie]

34
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&ﬂ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁ#kﬂﬁﬁﬁigﬁ%’ﬂﬁﬁ b B a4

o Eﬁf%ﬁﬁ#kﬁjﬂgﬂﬁ%ﬁ%’%%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ#kﬂ
FHBUERAREDALEAET g R - FHES R 0L 60T = BiA

213 RE SRS S PSR SEN D LT JESITE R

306 gEphis FE e

Factorl Factor2 Factor3
Rh LA ErE4 MR iEs RIS
o EERE S i

R I 0.98563 0.05197 0.08077
R AR 0.97596 0.09306 0.09546
FATE -0.97561 -0.03640 -0.05250
¥ 5 ad 0.97344 0.03173 0.04807
SR CEY 0.95398 0.08997 0.12670
EF+HE 0.93903 0.06431 0.13947
BE% A -0.76608 -0.14564 -0.16797
if? ig;fj’ 0.08752 0.85414 0.00312
f: ifﬁ;g} 0.06631 0.84809 0.11210
it T R 0.07901 -0.07680 0.62048
AITE B 0.11505 0.28154 0.56633
FiciE (eigenvalue) 6.23366 1.58111 0.80272
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BROEFIRS BFPEFT A ERBF AR BFFTEREST
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BHRE 2 ES M A B FR A
75]‘1%}’%"‘?{%&%&1}&,? 7]‘ b%%}j"_*"bl-::é};g ’ﬁ—},ﬁﬁfrﬁ"& .

lﬂ\ﬂ
%‘-@
14
9 T
)31_,»
M
<
o
a
=k
>
L
Y

P2 ME R FE A BRIARL - e R Y DT 2 KA
P2 EF g ffod WHFRR T SO O R L EPIRES
£ Fa % 2 AR 4 o

Qa2 5 B E i
Mﬁ%iﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%é$:%ﬂ%’ﬂuﬁf%%ﬁﬁééi‘T

BB REFLLI00%KFE AR T A EHEEBRRE
EATEERAESF RESOTFE 2 T oMY ENMBEFFDEFE
0.85414 > @ T LIMFEFhf o€ 5 0.84809 H £ iy 0.74 -
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(A1 IHF F 4t
WP FpE 5= BERFAE 7 17 T 252 NI B
B8 f R A B 5 0.62048 2 056633 7 H X AL BFHcP R AR
w040 2 041 -

gt tA L AR RIRB R REE N AL S F R
AEFEOATR PERD 0 F R RBERADREE R o d R

1
ForF R AR ATEDL Tt R BRSO o

3. Wt AR &5
d AR - FEARTES 2 I -7 fﬁiﬁﬁrij‘ﬁﬁ Mo S
B iR A B dp iR o T ¥ BRI R R 0 X ARS z’v’fﬁ?/ﬁe, PR
AREFETRES R H Y €6 TRl L (weighting) h% 28 42 3 grfs
S KRACRE U Rl Bl &%mﬂ%ﬂ%&~%ﬂ&@?ﬂi’
J A TR B T A KRR T R A
iﬁ%WW%%%ﬁﬁﬁm%ﬂm?ﬂ £ R M2 RS E R
2 % fe 2k S8 T E (relative weighting) > 175 F1 3 B £
Mz g kyyp (REF > 2001)-

Az e e TEI E ik TR A P R E R 2
TRIE G At 2 BRI T TR TR AR B AR E S
DR MR B R E LR RSE G R ET e R Rt
FZBARAEER L AHEL > U AP ER R
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0.7977) » ¥ i& {7 4c 48 F1 & & Bl 1 > LT 5 A 2B 2 ‘*@#ﬁ%o
#

AW ME TR SR Al TEE R L T

Bk o He b FREEB(A)E A b HANEREZ 3 K407 ¢
A=1 x<0 (REB)
20 < x’<1 (dEMH? ®E)
3 1 <x<2 (PR*ER)
4 x> 2 (B2 B

3070 R R S EIRE L T E A Bl A Bk

gy ETES BHREAE NG .
T htk FREGE O GE CRTIE CRERL | REEI

i Aﬁf L0733 018347 o935 w0) FRAEED )
1 -0.41412 097662 -0.10077 -0.12976  -0.16267 1
2 -0.41515 022993 -0.16293  -0.27330  -0.34260 1
3 -0.33056 157275 -0.32261  0.01939  0.02431 2
4 325305 0.70478  0.61987  2.54022  3.18436 4
5 -0.37017 -0.10056  -0.26617 -0.31101  -0.38988 1
6 -0.43626  -0.19310  -0.32998 -0.38175 -0.47855 1
7 322773 -0.05136  0.22839  2.34670  2.94178 4
8 -0.26579  0.47341  -0.36017 -0.13896  -0.17419 1
9 -0.32687 034996 115072 -0.06505  -0.08154 1
10 -0.28970 -0.05243  -0.39256 -0.25575  -0.32060 1

Eix T s 00 REL L 07977 X’ TEEL 00 HBEL 5 1o

AT A AR FE LB R AR AR S ans 0
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o drd 8 TA 0 A DH 635 A o AT S £ (B ) A

3

7476 tRo BRBRASTL4096% 0 FVFEFDT R BHA S B
TR T o Rl FY B 1 kA 363 o RH A
7217% ; FE @G 113 th o B H kA5 85.61% » b F b pgt <
Fr o B e

Wk EaApE F G Fe 2R RER) 0 £3HF 1024 i
B AT1606% 238 kp N HRSF IR A o b R E & 3(F

BRI ik et X ﬁxl'&’};%ﬁ%{d\zﬁ" kp HEHOF 4R B

Y

H A 10.63% o

LB ARAEE XL G
EX %52 %53 54 B3

®

i [ F A [ plic| FAY | BRI [ A [ B [FAr [HRE[FAY

etk F | 363 | 72.2% 91 | 18.1% 4 0.8% | 45 |89% |503 | 100%

g 113 | 85.6% 11 | 8.3% 0 0% 8 |6.1% | 132 | 100%

>HE A | 476 | 75.0% 102 | 16.1% 4 0.6% | 53 |83% |635 | 100%

FRGHORGERY G ’%&ﬁoipiiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%iﬁqﬁ%&ﬁﬁg
Aty d oo mwl i TH - s-izE | 476 th (75.0%) T % = s-fsfich
B 1024k (16.1%) T8 =%-% B3 2B 44k (0.6%)° 2 %
rE-BE A ER R 534k (8.3%) ¢
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oo R A LR TR T 5 EER] A i 2 E] Silicz R 1 EN)0E BlR
L vz Rma s }“ﬁ“d B BB R A L FRRIBFAR o R AR A ZFRRIFE S R

KRR TR A Sl R L B RN IR BB

AT LR ATE Y T S e GRB TR AL TR A

#e (factor scores) i LT3R it g - 274 5 AR REFF - Ao

HREEBELSFNES HARE S okt HAZH I LN LT Y

- B-EE | 4763 (75.0%) T % - m-depeH 2 E 102 & (16.1%) ~

"Rzt RARER Ak (0.6%) 2 TRr sET AR
53 %k (8.3%) -

AT LAEY Lo R R A 2 R R B R B
SiAE R g nER YRR LR B R R
WEL Sl g LR S o 2SRRI S Sl B B TR o HEY
T8 ‘a1 P ?;’ﬁ“s} #¢ & (Hit Rate) =2 ; T3 ¢ 5 5 sz
FFH B AR AR A F (B F02002) 0 B4 0 3 ]
2o gt E s 2 A ikl (R) - F9 F 4% 0 TSk
2 ARRIA A
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1 f398 R 2 &)
(1)t F1 & A 45474 I Fl & (75 2R B8k
BB R FER AT TR D TR AR A R B L SE L e s 4F Y
T A 4T R EE 3 B A A Rehgn 4 L FF
o2 e T w0 95 Wilks’ Lambda 2 p & 0 B or #0550
(p<0.0001) o

PR B L F R TS 60 & OB b denery 2
(p<0.0001)° fi i #-ig st 87 F 2 3 Ry » F% Sodk

0 4 I FF TS R R T R B T

L S F g P&
EF+E4 ik 7099.87 <0.0001"
Bz i R E i 118.45 <0.0001"
IARAEI N ECR S 64.01 <0.0001"

dod 10 #5705 RFTE A1 B enfF AR o M R R A hE
@f;ﬁr?;;ﬁﬁq;g;@]og 3 ¢ ?-ﬁ o 2IFY ey Rl FBR3EETH4

AR S S 6 0 Rlded 11 9 .
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#0100 # I FF 0F G R el

RllEE | Fe F52 | £53 | Ex4
i b PR BRER | R

TR B PR | AR | BE S
e B 476 0 0 0 476
O 14 86 2 0 102
YRGB 0 0 4 0 4
BeE ? R R - 0 0 0 33 53
B 490 86 6 53 635

£

d 2 N 7gd ahskhPpde o™ BFrisl-353 82554
mfcﬁ;ﬁﬁﬁfi*ﬁﬁ;‘ 500 87 B2 S L 15.69% 0 @ eSS
0.0253 > # ¢ x5 9747% > Fgiplac * 4pg Baw o F|pt > F|F AT T

IR LRIy MRS ChLh S Sk

HAEEE 5 5 L ¥
i B 0.0000 0.750
o B 0.1569 0.161
PR OB B 0.0000 0.006
BE A gz - 0.0000 0.083
& e 0.0253
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(2) % R4x3d & iipl3 ¥ 2 B RE
AETEFFF AL A0 AR B MBI e N A TR
To R iR R AT T R et B R E o EEHES Y B R

TRIF A8 F RIF SO A A o

AR YRR B ORLRI RS R DD 2 ] S
7 Bie T T35 Wilks’ Lambda 2. p & » {6 2% % ¥ p<0.0001 - &
T S G R AR R REREY S BFRORES Gk
12 #5577 » #7F %k T hp % <0.0001 > A - RS ECY B A

2012 RAe LRl S Ec T L 2 $ 2 T2 E] S BB T

% # F i P&

Bz B B 292.56 0.0001"
B = % R A 7715.05 0.0001°
i S | ¥ 6867.67 0.0001°
iz - 13645.80 0.0001"

5 = w4 5861.60 0.0001°
< W % dF 1663.79 0.0001"
i F H % 1135.01 0.0001"
TR AR LG FF 84.47 0.0001"
T RANET NG E S 86.91 0.0001"
% 1 £ 5 39.93 0.0001"
O S T SR SN 10.19 0.0001"
i SR~ R 16.50 0.0001"
Bt = 0 441.38 0.0001"
= Vsl e 39.80 0.0001"
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SR FIREF 0 14 B R AeBR N S o 1 B
A 0 B dod 13 afFiEL ity o d A9 T o d o SRR
T e PR R P E PR L

4Rtk Ao S R B a5 0.0298 T #HE P X 5 97.02%

7\ 13 }"? '&pﬁ/? ﬁi: i ; ,1 ﬁ* %§ Q;:\ E:ﬁ lk‘ﬁfE’“E—

RIGFAE | ¥l | Fsm2 | Fs3 | Fad
& ¥ T PR BRE AR B3

2 E Boo| AR | AR | B -
i B 476 0 0 0 476
MR B 16 86 0 0 102
PR A G B 0 3 1 0 4
Bt kR g e 0 0 0 53 53
4 3* 492 89 1 53 635

2. 38 ¥ W A T

4o 14 #1570

E F AT R T ATE B RS EEN S Rk NP RE
509848 ER PP LH - S HAZHTEMAE KT FAEEL LR E
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Fo e ME RS S WHREEA S 0.42200.2831~0.1783
% 0.1696 %

214 gEu s ariEE L En 4 2 ik

FEP % K& Partial R? F P
1 poAT 0.9848 13645.80 <.0001
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