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2 (R.R. Renne) V= 131508 E AMOl 3ol HAM Hikd HEAT2 = B
o ol % b FiEy 2 AW E FAI Asted 25O HEel WHd shebA #AEAR
PERLt femlo 2 #EelE Aolel st ®E FE(V.W. Johnson) @ LHFIRI S &
T Wigeel mERES LS K EEo R SEESE Zloln olzle] LS HESE
Folet st ol A& EELITY —Ho A JHA{FEERC JolAM BEE I L
BE R e st TEozA MEE s Ao HElmel Bigelw =3 Lihe)
WAERIQl #EJ0-E iR 1% @RS GHEERE B shvbel TRelx LsEE B
ool whebAl vha s mek WeRel wheba]l BIES st Aolsta wetx gl

s R R B WEE SR A LbEMRESZAL LHWGEE v &S]
of LEfrel Al KHEFA € FEARAS FIRATE 9 2o RIS FEsie HE
o 2Ae LA § ST MEdA ol FH i 4

Az (MM. Kelso)@oll o|gF tihifgege] @it e 48 A 4vag L
gol B S T MRS R o] 559 2 sbgd e MEoZA S it
gt 4rif(land property field)E FaEHuLstE Aol &8 shve LHWFIMHA HF 45597
(land utilization {ield)& Haxfliikzisl= Aolet =3tz ¢ ).

o] 7h&dl LI Fq S8 Bies F9(E.M. Hoover)o] #srilign @ ol Al &Rk
Hol glon =q o] A=(W. Isard)e] yriheh Zefiilian @ o4l HEfk=E< 7Hed BAH
Hol Sl vE sty HET RS Bkl 33 Hs A RS Aok olest
of LWSESTE LIRS BiSE FdA 23 gl HAdd e Bigd =
A+

LHs el 3 KR BEE 19334 Fol2(A.B. Lewis)@s F-80 EZA=2A
" (1) RR. Renne, Land Economics, 1947, p. 35.

(2) V.W. Johnson, (L3hi8@38), (KigHAE), 1954, p. 35.

(3) M.M. Kelso, “Scope Content and Orientation to Rural Land Economics Research Today,”

Land Economic Research, 1961.
(4) E.M. Hoover, The Location of Econemic Activity, New York, 1948.
(5) W. Isard, Location and Space Economy, New York, 1956.

(6) A.B. Lewis, “Method Used in an Economic Study of Land Classification in Tompkins County,
New York,” Cornell Bulletin, 1933.
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(Tompkins County)®] 4rir& WHEREI Aol = Bl =Y k&8 (Cornell University)
o SlolAM iR LMl AT WRE w2 Folxo LHIGEWR Estd gl
vh leh, & Folav Lo EHES Biutkdl A L wb om 29 gk 23
A A4 B L HBSS B, 24 BRELHARARA, AA L Soz e
=t

2y ol 22.(5.0. Berg) "= BRI ER LsrEe Bike LHSREHS mSE
mEY BRds KEEKES el vk 237 Fx=vdl 98 fAdx sz Lo
i) Sikile] ZRe % He s AEATE FARELT —Bves Fos HRE
el v Rk BETRYE 29 Fe |t #fiE e de filmd e
TSRS RS ERES s BEFEKES el e Bl Kl LHIESS)
Bokot vk wess gl

58, Waz B Folxd AT #HS] RS LHFRES S KEREZAL] H#49
BEEHEI AT #mamds ®irde A Edel ek st WEMUL FiEs #RE
Arte TS ERWSbAA BOEE SHEE BMBIAA 2x0 R pigst A e
Erb okt AL et Baad R LMESel = A X RS
el 23t

zEldte] Wlzoe BEPHH BEEA A SBRK, 4 S8k, A £ERR
(Bmpreds, FREs, 4FUREE), A ZHPIHS SEBGR 5& FAIRERS %4
st A ube EBFHe]l BES 2 ob-Fe LMESE/F (FRE T Aely & Aot

w229 zho] s K&\ A THES e B G FHE(C.W. Plath) & %)
Frfgel A AA hESEREA, A —ABEER, AA BWER SO AZAE H
Bl BBEMLS] BERELR Bt Rk HMEsMe ERGEdE A2 G
#zeal B vk gleh F oaAle wE BEHNE R @ HE2A BES shed AR
ol

FeEY AFIAS S A s ARG R REY A &= (C. Ham-
mer)®el v}, 9] FRQAF FHEE ] BABEoRA LHMEENAST BENSE

(7) S.0. Berg, An Application of Some New Techniques in the Economic Classification of Land
(Unpublished Ph. D. Thesis), Cornell University, 1948.

(8) C.W. Plath, An Analysis of Economic Land Classification in Northern Livingston County,
New York; A Proposed Method for Future Classification (Unpublished Ph, D. Thesis),
Cornell University, 1947.

(9) C.Hammer, “Reconsideration of Rent Theory, Its Application to Agricultural Land,” Journal
of Farm Economics XX1II, No. 1. 1941.
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WS &S Aolete WBolA LHWFRASEY BEEAE #AV FEels §EMW
olgtE A 25 ABMAEAZ Atk

olFA ¥ W vlza2st FREZ Y& viel o] Folx D o HHEE dlAE
HWAREE A BLo] M Ad Aol2Z Wy o] =8 +bsHiES BERA HR
B QEA A RWE FlE e BAL Relst & F gloh

a2 Eg Folx DiRe) 2l kB Al LHWAIRES F HET o9 o5 A%
fegmel EFAZD  AACt Bhel #4555 Rkl BB HHAEABE BREE
9 Srgel A RrEtE she HERICl 2 pLg ol FAx &  gler AL TEHY
(H.E. Conklin) el o]z e} v dte]l iy L3FIH oMl B3 WA BEk
Hdtz & 5 gheth

FETRY 22g0] kst BES KB A58 (economic land classification)#t g
el kel A M Wgss o E Zolw BilRelw REBEDIA Lol
BRERY B 222 ¢ o] CBBRER ##: (performance characteristics of land)e] e}
3 EBS Be 22N REASAT BHE sk Aok 2] eiA st
RS L, My, -WFImE 2 s 5o gt EWEes 99 & EH

W) EBTUE MBI 5 Bk (budgeting method) e frASEA fBRE HiE
o Fn PSS el e kel BMIAZIRA FIET RER 4 fen ol
A AECS. HnDel el w18 Hosdd Afmes Rim#s = 3

olol Al :ul BB LMp/ERTESl Mol At kil diehe] BRSOl Az PIRR
Bl A B Aol zEqre] :del LMY Mgt Eshe) BN BBl B
o] 9l ASulA Wl #ATE 9 et ol kBl LHISEFEE MUK
BEe 7o BigEs oo wamyo i mifkA vl e piEst REE 2 g 5 24K
EBo] (BRI W PTEEMSS  BESAE —E S B RS R — IR
ol WE HuREt el 71 BAEe o 58 shedl Biderl glsllEsE 2 gl o
"7(10) H.E. Conklin, Delincation of Agricultural Regions and Economic Land Types, 1960.

(11 C.S. Hunt, Jr. An Experiment in Identification of Agricultural Areas, Four Towns of Tomphins

County (Unpublished Ph. D. Thesis), Corncll University, 1962.

(12) H.E. Conklin and K.C. Nobe, “Development of a Regional Concept for Farm Management
Research,” Cornell Bulletin, 1961.
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ol R el A Wiy ErERe 2o BRMy BMe adk®e B}
5o} o] &5 e FRE & F A =

TR LHMERRY A FET KEY] FAY LuigE&EEq 29 2(L.D. Stamp)
BEE Lo FIATERE =& o] e ABMAEAA oJ5dg s o]
Bigstel A ot 2 AR HFEdA 10ESHA A HEE RABE oF A= O

el Z o] Bl B WRHNS F2 EEES LARENE BRY At =
& #Hie] BRI 2 kel et ENS HERE R#S R EEN ¥& 4
e BRLHFRERCR B2 ST BHIWA ARA o Fa Zlrh

2% 2R SgiEe] ARG B8 LRAEHE KBS 1% INFHRSERS 8
Ml BEIAA fRABAMLY ®EE w9 J.S. Bibby)9 w24 (D. Mackney)®o] o,
ol 5 MR TRRbES] Wik EEERA S BHOITRIES Mplel e T3 LW
2 GEAMeste gl

WS W THIEE RSt g AR ol slA R #RkE KBS 4

(13) L.D. Stamp, The Land of Britains, Its Use and Misuse, 1950, pp. 351-387.
(14) &% = i%e 107 58
Category [ -—Good Quality Land
@ First-class land capable of intensive cultivation
@ Good general purpose farm land
® PFirst-class land with water conditions especially favoring grass
@ Good but heavy land
Category I —Medium Quality Land
® Medium quality light land
® Medium quality general purpose farm land
Category J-—Poor Quality Land
(@ Poor quality heavy land
Poor quality mountain land
@ Poor quality light land
Poorest land
(15) ]J.S. Bibby and D. Mackney, Land Use Capability Classification, Technical Monograph, No.
1 for Soil Survey of England and Wales, Rothamsted Experimental Station, 1969, p. 29.
(16) Class 1: Land with very minor or no physical limitations to use
Class 2 : Land with minor limitations that restrict their use
Class 3 : Land with moderate limitations that restrict the choice of crops or demand careful
management or both
Class 4 : Land with moderately severe limitations that restrict the choice of crops or require
very careful management practices or both
Class 5 : Land with severe limitations that restrict use to pasture, forestry and recreation
Class 6 : Land with very severe limitations that restrict use to rough grazing, forestry and
recreation
Class 7 : Land with extremly severe limitations that cannot be rectified
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AR 2 HRERS XY BEYE LERFREAA YA ERE d g,

SHEEAWE LHRTER (Soil Conservation Service of the U.S. Department of Agriculture)
& ERe AR5 (land use capability classification)o] ZpiEgises)E =a] -
ARl sl +HukE 14 (land capability classification) ] SEARS B o o
2 o] fikESsEE A Y (AA. Klingebiel)# §-520] 2] (P.H. Montgomery)(ne| ]
AA frEoE WAt .

¥ EREEBA HERFES LHENSES e KRS HHFBEENSEY Wk
fEdo) EpEste LEENSERA AT PRI Al A BB v Az 29 TEghs
¥ (soil capability classification)y> ol 93] A fERPIges v} gl w8

Muteke] LiEEIE S KB LM NS RE MEEsty ®E LwFIREN S
SE Aws L Aol vl fEeRE st fERPEE Aol BEsY 22
o TR o2 st HERES Aol o

(17 A.A. Klingebiel and P.H. Montgomery, Land Capability Classification, Agricultural Hand-

book, No. 210, U.S Government Printing Office, Washington D.C., 1966, p. 21.

Class | : Soils in class I have few limitations that restrict their use.

Class [ : Soils in class II have some limitations that reduce the choice of plants or require
moderate conservation practices.

Class H : Soils in class [ have severe limitations that reduce the choice of plants or require
special conservation practices or both.

Class IV : Soils in class IV have very severe limitations that restrict the choice of plants
require very careful management or both.

Class V : Soils in class V have little or no erosion hazard but have other limitations im-
practicable to remove that limit their use lagely to pasture, range, woodland or
wildlife food and cover.

Class VI : Soils in class VI have severe limitations that make them generally unsuited to
cultivation and limit their use largely to pasture or range, woodland or wildlife
food and cover.

Class VI : Soils in class VII have very severe limitations that make them unsuited to cultiva-
tion and that restrict their use largely to grazing, woodland or wildlife.

Class VI : Soils and land forms in class VIII have limitations that preclude their use for
commercial plant production and restrict their use to recreation, wildlife or water
supply or to aesthetic purposes.

(18) R.F. Tomlinson, A Geographic Information System for Regional Planning, 1968. pp. 200-

210.

(19) Class 1 : Soils in this class have no significant limitations in use for crops.

Class 2 : Soils in this class have moderate limitations that restrict the range or crops or

require moderate conservation practices.

Class 3 : Soils in this class have moderately severe limitations that restrict the range of

crops or require special conservation practices.

Class 4 : Soils in this class have severe limitations that restrict the range of crops or require

special conservation practice or both.
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2 el fabEel RE BAIRY BRHAT 19 LM R LHEFATEES AR
W St E o) iheriREe Bk Bt LMSENRY 2 WEsl o)Fd=
vh. A EFe) BMFEEFE B B & (National Resource Planning Board)e] &)3lo 4
B OHAEE ol gairpA]e] RN o2 s 3

714 L R LI, B A% @it HEd s8R Agelats 3
FA N 9 Vi fegmn Bk REBS LiSEd 23 HRRAo2A THSEHE
of BRI AFel Heol Avke FolA $2le Mog £H472 g & ¢ 3.

HAS EEHY 99 22 SE B Rt s EmEs TwFfRHEe 653
—SEMIER ] fFAN0e BEUEABERS (FREFE BRTE REss 7Hed XE
o) LS SEER ) gidkel detd vS pEEEE 2Ee AR HiXE WA 8
B |R2 HR2E RS o At

FE A 9o HFIRSES EE R giK JHed Q@B FEEMK QB
ERER GORKS WX 28 x ORRM ERMixE 27 R BREFHNE
Ag7 BRfRS #1750, $18, gI8 2 gV VRS s REigxd 4
33t Aol

o9y BHAY LS EREA e @ AL LS ERKR HEY wme B
ol o3 A R B ¥ £ dor @009 MKty AR, 1SR
HE, thHiEl R EEEEEENe] JEE, L RIR TS RENEROT SR 2

Class 5: Soils in this class have very severe limitations. that restrict their capability to
producing perennial forage crops, and improvement practices are feasible.
Class 6 : Soils in this class are capable only of producing perennial forage crops, and im-
provement practices are not feasible.
Class 7 : Soils in this class have no capability for arable culture or permanent pasture
(20) 1.F., Timmons and W.G., Mursay, Use and Abuse of America's National Resources, A New
York Times company. 1972, p. 73.
(21) Type I :Land classification in terms of inherent characteristics
Type 1 :Land classification in terms of present use
Type K : Land classification in terms of use capabilities
Type N : Land classification in terms of recommended use
Type V :Land classification in terms of program effectuation
22) @ #HE 9 HHEme pE
@ &R Lol BRY FHAE
@ #Fuigel @y e #WE
@ HiRe] LHWHATEALY BE
® LwFIBaES FlETd A BaEL
® LTFIBEaEEY Jikd A% #hE
OF- 75 T
@ FERE R
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A Xtz weba zeEE Bge Aels, ©TO9Y FEREIXE LuFmmRsE
2 RHEMES BA 5O Rl RiEse S T 4+ Qe B T 5 9.
old & ole} e HAS LHISEHEY BHHEike B HFRRFHHBEES ®RES
A3 fEe] AR E BR e HRMeE BAEIT Aolzl & 4 A
HAS BHHAOKREEAG@AAE 99 LurEe] EREX 29 AEe BR
feotel Bhes} o] AAlsh AEMEE AAEOLA LHAED B AL PEmTd o
B $olEe BUHAMES B2l ARG B8 Bl B BURs o) Ao
ol A 2219 BOg fepAsz
097 LS FUREHIES) BRI A FEE S B HREE 8] 9% LA
FlEGr S v} Qlos] LHAIRES S Hige v e MRk @ MEMEES
Bishas ek g $-219) RS Al dta ki @ 4= QlAl "
Z g | KRS (KLY RS e o % FIRE) @
U - FFsh, &9, bR o= Zlol v @AY A (AGF.)®
ONEHE  BAME, Higel = EASH Mdbels BWAA v 43 (AGD
MM HhHh, Hoel) EASHY Sitel & MAA ¥t 4t (AT
S ¢ B, Mol E AT BHbelE WAA 2E £ (GF.)
S¥EHE - Bhtol w WA b (A
6%EH - ol BET L (Go)
TEEH C BHbOl Rl @AY i (Fo)
S : Bi, BRME, B oln Zlol EAA @v L (W)
5 1 K5 GEBILMR TH5HES WA o8 HHFIRES)
U B, Bod, b 2 o= Aol WA L (AGFD®
DIFHY © BHME, Sidbol & AT BHbOl: EAA 9% 4 (AGD
ML ¢ BHH, Wdtol SEASh Bidhel & EAA 9% L (AFD
A B, bRl & MEASY BHbel = EAA we £ (GFD
SYEHE © BfHcl %t AT L (AD
(23) BHEBIOTS| s @EBEAE, TRRIHOTI &) 1975 6, pp. 213-222
(24) BHABIOFI: REEAS, (MNHSOTI 21, 1975. 6, p. 215.
5) ;:gi}r;i B, Fi #o, Wo SEme BTels nd ey FBS ER KT 8

(26) Bfit#HloFs WBEASE, WHE, p 216
@D 1+ ZErbe AR es BHT 459 BHESS H7g A,
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Brap, i, PO ol Zlelv EAT L (AR (AGF.-AFLY) 558
DBR, SUbel = @AY Mol & BAA g L# (AGD(AGF.-AGL AG,-
AGFI, AG,-AGI9] ##)

DRRM, bl @Eadhd fidel = EAX @t 4 (AF.D(AGF,-AFI, AF,-
AGFI, AF.~AFI9] 3558

Biby, #gel Fasht Pl BEA 9% tH (AGD(AGF.-GFI, GF.-
AGFI, GF.-GFle] #3#)

DBl BAT i (AWD(AGF,-FAL AG.-FI, AF.-Al, A,-AGFI, A,.-
AGI, A, AFIL, A,-Ale) 858D

Hidol vt WAE 4 (G.D(AGF,-Gl, AG,-GI, GF,-Gl, G,-AGFI, G.-AGI,
Gu-GFIL, G.-Glo} #i#)

Dbkl vk EAE L (F)(AGF.-AFI, F.-GFl, F,-FI9} 5558)

DR, T R oM o Felu EEA ¥ L (W.D

I RES (LG AT RS ®

1583y

2% ¢

K p:1 M

43Hb

Bri, S0, B o o] =Rl HHAAET LM(AGF.L). AGF.I9 tihz
A AGFzA Ldla @ ¢ #EA s L

Pr, BBz A WHTES L#i(AGL). AGE] =& AG9 tiizd AG
A WMUAEE BREA e T

P, Mz A EBTES t(AFL). AGF.l =% AF.l9 iz AFz
A MG BEA e L

B, powz A RIS L(GF.L). AFG. =& GF.l9 tiz 4 GFd
A ek GEe BEA 2 A L

(28) MEEHEOTI:MEEAS. WBE, pp. 216-217.
(20) i LHMKE BiFols] LHMKES) BEA A EBEold LHE BRU LM
WG HENRS MRS =B KE— (B S8R - RAFT).
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S ML : BfiE A wl HBEATES (AL, AGF. AG., AF.], Al %9 43124
Az AnE LEkES BEA stz 9 L
6fEHh | Bih 2 A vk EHATEES +3(G.L). AGFE.L AG.L, GFl G.I 59 +#3 A
Goll A qt Lk HEA dx P+t 1
TAEHE MR E A wE FHATEES La(F.L). AGF.L, AF.I, GF.I %9 f#=z A Foj4
b RMkE S BEA 3t e I
SEEM © FP, P, b ol Aol v FIRRBHEMC] ot (W), AG.F =2
ol el A vk Lol BAEHR I A
IV KE S ik LA o o & L FIRE ) ©
AN MR LHSEITE A #5~8E A ol = L FIAY HRK 2 AEAS
st ol BRES S Aoz 22 FET & QA "ok 2 Sl ERD
Ao EEES 2 e Ao A o Ao FAE RELT st St A
IR b E GV S oz td HHE 4+ A ok
ASUH D BE A FIR Tl b4 Wit = 4. ALe) 4 9 AGF.L =+ AF.L9
tiie A iz Ao mugMd el ERY ti.
GHih : Sz A FIF ol 7h4 #Wifeslw LM G.Lo L+ ¥ AGF.L, AGNI, =&
GF.L9 Lz A Bz Ao mufsid ol #s L.
F¥h : phrz A FIFSe] 714 W= & L FuLo) g 9 AGF.L, AF.L9 ti=
A bhE Ao MM Ee] S L.
Wb © B, Y, Mz Ao Fife] BAA ¥t £#. WL L.
o) Iubsrsgel NE BiRE Bashd 2l (¥ D3y Z2oh
T e vetel Al 19184 WISHAERT MRS A AR RS WYl 93
2EER) GRMES S Ao R B LK 1962455 1966450 AAA BREBEHE #HE
BB EEBUNKUP) G olsta EMis Mg hES#as Ry2 HeREs o
9l e}, ¢

(30) @i BloFIISRERRSY, WHE, p. 218

(3D MmgpEES HX
F—kEEY BERE RS E= b — IR A& (AR RAW)
$ookEES] BATTRE MM B = iR A 0K — IRAY KR CEARTRRE IR A i)
EEREEY BUERE EMEE= R L E RN RE AR RADI)
LRI B mRMEE=E R EEY mRMEE ST REEY MR EES

KEES MRMEE
(32) BEHa, BEMEFERE, THwFIRARIESEE] 1968
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o (LI AG%E] I—F\L‘Lﬂ [aFn] E(}’I;ﬂ [t ] (;an_L] I_F_}IJ Wal

HHES Mtk [AGFT B‘(ET_]

] [ (62 Lo (o >

B AT B CH AR A

A 1o S 9% BS
G Bty ne BRIHN HE 98 BS
E B i EMFRFE O BS

(A" 1 HHWM WK
olo] 10694l |LAkEE IMEBERERENF LBFBESRESE HEAET v e
™ () 2% BRIREE EHREREMAAY HEE ¥ AREY LHFAESEETE®
oE]z BELKEBRRY BEIRAMBWERdAY LHFIHSEA B3 FABWHEO I o F
2wl Qg U AES FBm S 2% R dto] $2lviele] #Higel weo] LHIFIEE
#e Bhrdrl 9% EREERZA DSBS BT A2 19724 BRECAA RTE
FER SR ER S 2 BRAIVE Sl 3 89
oEid BERES SRR EERREA ALY i AT WRIAE EEREWE ¥
BERAA L] A2 B Aolded IUHEY LFIRESFHES] HENES Mgz
(33 MR, R, TUMFRES WAL 1969,
(3) WFHRREE, MWREHES, TLWH 1 MEG LwAREINEL 1971

(35) BEE B, B-LRFAMBEeA, TLBFIRSEL 1971
€36) BB, IEHEmR s ERE, 1972
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KOARIEE o] oF T Megibhint oz BRMo s HMBT MEKME BHRo A (IHF
FIECES ARl £0E =4 ol Qold Ao ST BAREES HYRER
RN A S L] BE et LT Bl T MBS (RSl 9RR
2ol BRAY BLFARERRRAS THAEs HEHENL FRERE ZEdt
o wheh SEIEIE Aol ERME) EBE DEERAe] BRMMAEIA BAY e
e G ol glow LS ShET BRI RHBSTIERTA WIED T R
B S~ A RS AT Piged Aol

ool LHSHS] MRS o x 2Ee] Eie 2o BRI LRl DU B
KAEE AR olE 2 st EATIEE SRS b B RS 1
el FHR ME Bl RES 2 dee <+ Ak

b Ll i F LS R PR (B BE D RABN 5 oA
QUEGON A o] PRl Whshel BBl JBEHE AT R el KRG TS
Holmz e el AEAel A AMen HEme Mg A LR 14K R
fesh RO R R BUES SATSHE Aol

JHbS) (RS pRS] AT S o) FURMIGRC] S M) MR SR, MR
2 4 %S U] RS A% olw ikdr U AEE SRS BEL BAR DS
of R ARHEE, ANSH R ME0EE) e SIRELA 1% R THsA, @
HILH %S SRS MUk A NS AT B MOVES MRS 9
F Aol w0

BRI AL LHA O] BT WRARE v fle] FRR RS REOHGRRY PReRl
sistel gieh

A B

WA R A S WEAEE A RS MRS BERe He Mpe
EAree BRM SRR e MBS WIS BESl Hine sime
M) AE (EFIQL BEML, N, HERE el Be BEstd WRAES BART A
@ g3t ol et ch @

(87) V.C. Finch, “Study in Landscape Types in South-Western Wisconsin,” The Geographical
Society of Chicago, Bulletin 9, 1933, pp. 11-25.

(38) EHM, THFERK LusEREL 1972, p. 8

(39) BRE, MW 2 HEREERASNR L EFAEL Vol 6, 1975, pp. 81-83.
D TR @ KR @ Wi © B © EREY © A+E @ BREEF © HREH 9
HEFE O BFER O £ © &1
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@ ERHE  ERS EANEE KT AT JES AR ®rske FES KT
gl theted ¥l ¥ %z FRehe Hik Jhed HEHIAL MHEE Bt BSOS
o}, 0

@ LHSE 1971 EANREE EHREHEN G BREFEHEFAA B®ET 1!
5,000 #EAE LS KARE sle] 5ofEe] AL LH, LMKE, DREE, ARSE,
+Rae] webAl FHEST o) & fRfste] 1o HETHEME SEBRSE B
1;}. (41}

A R AR LAY .

T ZSEIHE BRSO L AR A QA e B a] fiEel A i
o] pigftel vict sripe] el RES W gD o2 M e BHEIT Ak wekA &
MRy FigE WEE S NAE Bl s BEdel EEE. MMM Mils #Rs)
71 Slsbe] BRI EEl o EMBAERE Totel BTk EEgRAHERE EREAS
EE o2 vre] o] gl RTHEEE 1.022 3o @EddA deplE el
o] A sty ZLRIHIEEC] ¥ FHREESE BEHITG. 4B

(40) 0°~4°: 1830, 5°~9° 28k, 10°~14°; 3§, 15°~19°; 4ifis, 20°~24°; 5§k, 25°~29°;

6804, 30°~34° 7T, 35°LL L 8.

(41) 1% 0 @ LBEiELF=B 1, HHEL, PHL © LWKERE= 2, HE @ LBEEEE=
150cmbL f2, 100~150cm @ FfhfEl:=4 ©® FRABEA=0~3%

26y : © L WEfEIE=HEL, BEL, DHEEL © LBKEEE = B © LHEEE
#£==100~150cm, 50~100cm @ BfhfErt="4, F1 0~25% ® ERHEHELH=0~3%,
3~15%

3FH 0 O LM =00%A, DEEEL, PHEL @ LHNERE=6Y, @Bt @ +BEE
#EF=100~150cm, 50~100cm @ @Ak =F1 0~25%, Ft 256~35% ® HHSE
HEtk=3~15%, 15~50%

AfE : @ WS-8 L, DEENEL: PDEEL 801 © LREEEG = B, B
B O -BWEEHEHE=100~150cm, 50~100cm, 20~50cm @ EBI{EH =%+ 0~25%,
F-+ 25~35% & AEABEINI=3~15%, 15~50%, 50~90%

SiE : @ LEEEM =1L, DHEESL:, DHEEL, 20 : @ RBMKEEA=5, Bt @
MRS 5 =50~100cm, 20~50cm @ BALMEMF =1 0~26%, F+ 25~35%, FL
0~25% B FEE=15~50%, 50~90%

65 - @ HWMEF=-DEEERL, WHEL, HPL Ht © LRKEHF= B O
MR - =50~100cm, 20~50cm @ BfhiEMF =%t 256~35%, &L 0~25% B A
BB H=15~50%, 50~90%

T O LEEMF=PEEL, B9+ Bt @ LBREGG -, B Q@ 1BREEGE=
20~50cm, 20cm LAF @ BfifE=%1 0~25%, £t 25~75% B FHSBEH=50
~90%, 90% ElI:

8« O LEEEY =8P, Wt Bt @ I RKESES-8H O LREEMEG=20cm T
@ B =%+ 25~75% O ARABEHEH=0% Lk

{42) 18 : 20L0F, 248 : 21~40, 3% : 41~60, 44% : 61~80, 54% : 81~100, 64% : 101~120, 78k :

121~140, 8% 141 LI E.
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@ Typrfick MG 0 T8 2 g LES mEd Mk Az s hEih
= AYH pEdme] AT R SRS BB . webA R HHE 2 SREmEsY
o] HHES ALt S-S fard ol uv

ofeste] f-elvietel LhsHel ek AP B SRS M, R, LW 5
tabel GRAY RS @, AREE § g KN HBeS Ao 5iTehd
84fike] M BEArehi KRSl Mol whel Lol FIRWHEMES PlEelE SRS W
Bhol o] Fxleof lvkar W 4 QUi o] B WAL LMol Eig bIEMS HEABLY
LB KEHAIZIF L] @M BRES AR By A% A Aole B4
B#E7L 29 ¥ 5 At

el ERIABEE, MR, A D srhMREHRS RiEdl v MRS iR Rl
HE L mgo] Hol oA Fetdh. F HHey LA Aiditkel oE RREEA o
ob - Aew el EARAY ReFR e R, Akey 9 AMEItAYel N o)
oh REE Aols WY MRSl WMiFES 2SR, 71, FK, BB Sl ARG N
oF Wk i ¥ol st BIAE fbiRe] LIS E MECL (KEEEE Jhg fslelek g
T R0 st BBV BRSO WVR mE I, EERS) iy Sel WMl Hi Aelmive
HARR fErEEohe mh@ iRy ikl 47k 27) wtel %o ko)l B-% HRGE A
o] st et B ol th w3 R P LW REMIRL HARRBEC FEIA 1A
5gkx] el fEe] LEE Ege] fffEsleA 2y A @A wel PEs e Zlols
&+ vk

L. = 9

MBS AR 2 AR AR Wisted e HRE RS atEEER R
o H%E LHSEA D BB el widdel A LRI #Ele] Atz efok

(43) 1803 : 501A DL E/km?, 28#s : 401~500/km?,  3&it : 301~400/km?, 4 : 201~300/km?,
5% : 101~200/km?, 68t : 51~100/km?, 78 : 1~50/km? 8y : 0

44) mFm, TEudEmsg s ER%El 1972, p. 8

(45) WMIYCHA 1A, [HmFI AR, FE AR, 1972, p. 10.

(46) Fui¥, TERHiETS), (@, 1973, p. 102.

A7) s, ULmARES K EEFA), 1971, p. 638
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